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Also, l'esolutions of the thirty-fourth annual encampment of the 

Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
relation to the National .Memorial Park at Gettysburg, Pa.-to 
the Committee on Militarv Affairs. 

By .Ur. ZIEGLER~ Paper to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Wolford, widow of John W. Wol
ford, late of Company D, One hundred and first Pennsylvania 
Infantry-to the Commit.tee on Invalid Pensions, 

SENATE. 

FRIDAY, December 14, 1900. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBUR~, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

OFFICE OF SURVEYOR-GENERAL FOR WYOML"'\G, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an ad
ditional estimate of appropriation for "Contingent expenses, office 
of surveyoT-general for Wyoming," for the fiscal year 1902, $315, 
as submitted by the Secretary of the Interior; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

MON"THLY ACCOUNTS OF WAR DEP.A.RTME~T. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quarten:n.aster-General of the Army, explaining the impor
tance of the provisions of the law extending the time for examina
tion of monthly accounts by the bureaus and offices of the War 
Department after the date of actual receipt and before transmit
ting the same to the Auditor foi· the War Department, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES OF ILLINOIS AND WASHL.""iGTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro t-empore laid before the Senate two com
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President.and 
Vice-President appointed in the States of lliinois and Washing
ton at the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr .. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla
tion to permit the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange gold 
coin for any money issued by the Government; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Be also presented a petition of the Mamµacturers~ Association 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation pro
viding for the deepening and widening of the Buttermilk Chan
nel; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He aJso presented a i;etition of the Manufacturers' Association 
of New York City, praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufacture; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufactmerst .Association 
of New York City, praying for the adoption of certain amend
ments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of representatives of the wholesale 
and retail grocery interests of New York, praying for the repeal 
of the revenue tax on tea; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Be also presented the petition of Rev. W. J. Gregory, of Nichols, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress vice 
in the Philippines; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday 
School of Groton, N. Y., and a petition of the pastors of sundry 
churches of Lima .. N. Y., praying'for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, 
canteen, or in any of the island p-0ssessions of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby
terian Church of Stephentown, N. Y., and a petition of the con
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Alabama, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors to the native races of Africa; which were re
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented the petitions of W. 0. Dutton, of Buffalo; of 
George Laughead and sundry other citizens of Brooklyn; -of Anna 
Patterson and James G. Joslin, of Brooklyn., and of Jam.es ~I. 
Mills, of Buffalo, all in the State of New York, praying for the 

enactment of legislation increasing the tax on intoxicating liquors 
exported to Central Africa; which were referred to the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Edward Huntting Post. No. 
353, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Greenport, N. Y., and a petition ofWilliam 0. Stevens Post, No. 
393, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Dunkirk! N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
preference to veterans in the public service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Mary Stewart Schell and sundry 
other citizens of New York City~ of William H .. Foster and sun
dry other citizens of Carmel; of J. Connel and sundry other citi
zens of Buffalo; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Sing Sing; of Dwight Holbrook and sundry other citizens of Sing 
Sing; of Erastus Hopkins and sundry other citizens of New York; 
of E. F. Knapp and sundry other citiz.ens of Hempstead; of M. He 
Despard, of Brooklyn, and of Thomas Little and sundry other 
citizens of Scarborough, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary .. 

He also presented petitions of Fayetteville Grange, No. 610, Pa
tronsofHusbandry,of Fayetteville;oftheNewYorkStateGrange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Skaneateles; of Parish Grange, No. 575, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Parish; of 23 citizens of New York· of 
sundry citizens of New York; of H. D. Thompson, of Malone, and 
of W. L. Scott, of East Otto, all in the State of New York, pray
ing for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the 
mauufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Edwin L. Noble and 
sundry other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution defining legal marriage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Metho
dist Episcopal churches of Plainfield and Wrentham, in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Army and all 
the island possessions of the United States; which was refened to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, Ipresentaresolutionofthe 
Manchester Evangelical Ministerial Association of New Hamp
shire, in the nature of a petition in favor of the provision in the 
Army bill as it comes from the House of Representatives in refer-
ence to the canteen question. -

I also present a letter from Robert L. Manning, of Manchester, 
N. H., in the nature of a memorial in opposition to the provision 
in the Army bill as it came from the House in reference to that 
matter. 

I move that the petition and memorial be referred to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. . 
Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Wichita Clearing 

House Association, of Wichita, Kans., praying for the repeal of 
the revenue tax levied upon the capital and surplus of banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jefferson 
County, Kans., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout 
bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the board of county com
missioners of Codington County, S. Dak., praying for the construc
tion of reservoirs at the head waters of the Big Sioux River, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of the Universal Peace 
Union, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperanc~ Union of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any 
post exchange, canteen, or transport or upon any premises used 
for military purposes by the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Sorosis Society of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the establishment of a forest reserve and national 
park in the State of Minnesota; wJ;iich was referred to the Com
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

1\.tr. QUARLES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wis
eonsin, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on beer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. G. and W. K. Flint, of Mil
waukee, Wis .. , praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the WI.Sconsin State Gra.ng~, 
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Patrons of Husbandry, and of sundry citizens of Burlington, 
Cleveland, Johnson Creek, Fort Atkinson, Neillsville, and Min
do1·0, all in the State of Wisconsjn, praying for the enactment of 
the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agri
culture· and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Intorstate Commerce Law 
Convention, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Commit
tee on Interstate CommArce. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the New England Drug 
Exchange, praying for the repeal of the revenue-stamp tax upon 
prop~etary medicines, etc.; which was referred to t~e Committee 
on Fmance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Steele-Wedelles 
Company, of Chicago, Ill., and a petition of Oakford & Fahne
stock, of Illinois, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on toa; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Charles W. Tegtmeyer, of Chi
cago, Ill., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on beer; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 33, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called ship-subsidy bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Southern Nurserymen's As
sociation, praying for the enactment of legislation providing uni
form regulations governing the transportation of nursery stock, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented 32 petitions of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manu
facture and sale of oleomarga1·ine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Rosendale, Mo., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Bolckow, 
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels
post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial and sundry papers to ac
company the bill (8. 4496) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
.McLaughlin; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORT OF SUPERrnTENDE...~T OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re
ported the following rnsolution; which was considered by unani-
mous consent, and agreed to: · 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print, 
for the use of the superintendent of Indian schools, 1,000 additional copies of 
the Report of the Superintendent of Indian Schools for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1900, in order to supply the demands therefor. 

PAVL.""G OF CERTAIN STREETS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia to report a joint resolution and to ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 138) providing for the paving of certain 
streets in the city of Washington was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolt:ed by the Senate and House of Representatives," etc., That the Com
missioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to 
pave with asphalt the roadway on First street NW. from B to C streets, and 
Second street NW. from B to C streets, and B street NW. from First to Sec
ond streets, at an expense not to exceed $20,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro 'tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint r esolution was reported to the Senate without amend
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

NANNIE E. YA.STE. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. WELLINGTON on the 11th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resoll,ed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author
ized and directed to pay to Nannie E. Yaste, widow of Daniel A. Yaste, de
ceased, late a member of the Capitol police force, a sum equal to six months' 
salary, at the rate he was r eceiving by law at the time of hil1 demise, said 
sum t,o be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

PA.YME~T OF CERTAIN CLA.IlIS. 

1\fr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Claims to 
move that the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims be 
recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

STATUE OF GEN. U. S. GRANT. 
Mr. WET}rIQRE. I am directed by the Committee on the Li

brary to move that the bill (H. R. 6240) for the preparation of 
plans or designs for a memorial or statue of Gen. ffiysses S. Grant 
on ground belonging to the United States Government in the city 
of Washington, D. C., be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 
HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee-On Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution from the House 
of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and-agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concm-ring), That when 
the two Houses adjom·n on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned until 
12 o'clock meridian on Thursday, January 3, 1901. 

BILLS I NTRODUCED. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 5159) to amend an act ap· 
proved March 3, 1885, entitled "An act to provide for the settle
ment of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the ArI!ly for 
loss of private property destroyed in the military service of the 
Unite9. States;" which w~s read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5160) granting a 
pension to Virginia E. King; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

.Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5161) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make rules and regulations governing 
the selection and renting of prospective allotments under the act 
of Congress approved June 28, 1898; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 5162) for the relief of Henry 
Bash; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5163) granting the right of way for 
a railroad and telegraph line to the Columbia Valley Railroad 
Company across the Vancouver Barracks and Military Reserva
tion, the Three Tree Point Military Reservation, and the Scar
borough Head Military Reservation, all in the State of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5164) granting the right of way for 
a railroad and telegraph line to the Columbia Valley Railroad 
Company across the United States quarantine station in section 
17, township 9 north, range 9 west~ Willamette meridian, in the 
State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

.l\Ir. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committtee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 5165) granting an increase of pension to Newton W. 
Elmendorf; 

.A bi,11 (S. 5166) granting an increase of pension to Jackson D. 
Smer; 

A bill (S. 5167) granting an increase of pension to Judson 
Knight; and 

A bill (S. 5168) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Wolford (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5169) for the recognition 
of the military service of noncommissioned officers and enlisted 
men of the United States Volunteers as commissioned officers in 
certain State military organizations; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 5170) granting 
a pen ion to Louise Wolcott Knowlton Browne; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5171) granting an inc.,Tease of pension 
to Albert H. Fairchild; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a.bill (S. 5172) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Bughman; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 5173) to amend an act ap
proved June 1, A. D. 1900, entitled "An act to create the southern 
division of the so.uthern district of Iowa for judicial purpo:-es, and 
to fix the time and place for holding court therein;" which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5174) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across Rock River, in the State of Illinois; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com
merce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 5175) granting a pension to 
0. Gustave Roedel; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

r 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5176) for the relief of M. C. 

Kerth; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa
nying paper::;, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. F AIRBANKS·introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5177) granting a pension to William Mathers; 
A bill (S. 5178) granting an increase of pension to Andrew M. 

Banks; and 
A bill (8. 5179) granting a pension to Fred Sturm. 
Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5180) granting an increase 

of pension to Timothy B. Lehane; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 5181) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Bartlett; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 5182) for the creation of a 
national bureau of criminal identification; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the bill, with the accompanying letter 
from Major Sylvester, chief of police of this city, be printed and 
referred to the Committee on the .Judiciary. I wish to remark 
that the bill comes through Major Sylvester from the National 
As ociation of Police Superintendents, and is for the establish
ment of a bureau in connection with the Department of Justice. 
I hope the committee will give it speedy consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary with the accompanying papers. 
The Senator from Missouri asks that the papers accompanying 
the bill be printed. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 5183) to grant to the city 
of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, all the iight, title, and in
terest of the United States of America in and to certain lots of 
land in said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen
sions: 

A bill (S. 5184) granting a pension to Penelope E. Russ; 
A bill (S. 5185) granting an increase of pension to Ella V. Cos

ton; and 
A bill (S. 5186) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin. 
:rtfr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 5187) granting a pension to 

Corinne Strickland; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 5188) for the relief of Harriet E. 
Noble; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5189) to create the rank of warrant 
officer in the United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5190) for therelief of the legal rep
resentatives and assigns of the firm of Carpenter & Plass, and the 
legal representative and a-ssignee of Oren M. Beach; which was 
read twice by its title, and refeued to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5191) granting an increase of 
pension to Selah V. Reeve; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

.Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5192) granting an in
crease of pension to Richard 0. Greenleaf; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5193) to regulate the manufac
ture and sale of mixed feed stuffs; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5194) for the relief of Dr. Henry 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom
panying papers referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

.Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5195) to appoint an advisory 
board of public works for the city of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 5196) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Campbell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

.AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC,, APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. STEW ART submitted an amendment proposing to increase 

the salary of the surveyor-general for Nevada from 81,800 to 82.000 
per annum, and increasing the allowance for clerks in his office 
from $1,500 to $2,500, intended to be proposed by him to the legis
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CL.A.IMS, 
Mr. STEW ART submitted an amendment intended to be pro

posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain 

claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY ON AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS, 
Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and increase 
the foreign trade of the United States and to provide auxiliary 
cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use when neces
sary; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed, and 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
"That on the passage of this act, and after the lapse of fifteen months, 

there shall be paid, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, to any exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or 
rye flour, corn, ground or unground, cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced 
wholly in the United States and exported by sea from any port in the United 
States to any port of a foreign nation, certain sums, to wit: Ten cents per 
bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on wheat fiour; 10 cents per bushel on 
rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye flour; 5 cents per bushel on corn; 7 cents per 
cental on corn, ground; 1 cent per pound on cotton; 2 cents per pound on 
hovs; 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 

"SEC. 2. That if any article named in section 1 of this act shall be exported 
in American vessels, the corre~ponding bounty on such export as desiipiated 
in said section shall be increased by 10 per cent over the sum therem pro
vided. 

''SEC. 3. That all payments of bounty under this act shall be made upon 
negotiable vouchers, payable in thirty days from date, issued by the collector 
of customs at the port of clearance, and directed to the Trea1mrer of the 
United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with 
making and enforcing the regulations necessary for the protection of the 
Government in administering this law. 

"SEC. 4. That the President of the United States is hereby directed to 
notify all foreign nations of the desire of this Government to abrogate any 
treaty provisions in contravention of this act." 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill for the protection of agricultural 
staples and American shivs in the foreign trade by authorizing the payment 
of bounties on exports of agricultural products of the United States, condi
tioned on their carriage in American or foreign vessels." 

BURLINGTON BAY (.MINNESOTA) IMPROVEMENT, 
Mr. NELSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit to the present 
Congress a plan and estimate for the improvement of Burlington Bay, Two 
Harbors, in the State of Minnesota, based upon the examination and survey 
heretofore made of said bay. 

SEIZURE OF COTTON IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 
Mri MONEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider

ation of the bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act to provide for 
the collection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds 
in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof, a bill on the Calendar passed over without 
prejudice under Rule VIII. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. MONEY. I ask the Secretary to read section 6, a new sec

tion which has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Claimti, the amendment having been offered by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. After line 19 on page 5 insert as a new sec
tion the following: 

SEC. 6. That the provisions of this act shall apply exclusively to the cotton 
belonging to private owners seized by the agents of the Government of the 
United States under the act of March 13, 1863, called the captured and a.ban· 
doned property act, which cotton was sold and the proceeds thereof placed 
in the Treasury of the United 8tates, and shall not apply to any other prop
erty seized under said act. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississir·pi 

moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
which has been read in full to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. As that bill is certain to involve a great deal of 
debate, I am obliged to move that the Senate-now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business . 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President-
Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. MONEY. I have the floor I believe on the motion, and I 

do not see how the Senator from Massachusetts can take me off 
the floor. I made a motion that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of the bill, and that motion has been entertained. 

. Mr. LODGE. Pending that, I make the motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, which takes precedence . 

The PRESID!}NT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is clearly in order. It takes precedence. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to me for a moment to present a report? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I yield for morning business. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice to the Sen

ate that I shall call this bill up at the first opportunity, and I 
shall continue to press for an opportunity. It was clearly under
stood at the late session that if I gave way to appropriation 
bills--

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 
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Mr. MONEY. I would be allowed an opportunity to have the 
bill considered at this session. That was not expressed in any 
proc~eding publicly. but it was the understanding, and I now give 
notice that I am going to press"the bill at every opportunity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has ueen no understanding about the 
bill to my knowledge, and I am snre there never has been any 
put into the RECORD or made outside of the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa
chusetts yielded for morning business, Is there further morning 
business? 

SENATOR FRO:.U: MONTANA. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to re
port back resolution No. 4.33, introduced by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHA..~DLER] ~ authoriz1ng the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections in making the inquiry directed by the 
Senate concerning the credentials and appointments of William 
A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senator from Montana, to send 
for persons and papers and incur certain expenses. 

The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate have not considered the resolution for the reason 
that it does not appear to come from a standing committee of 
the Senate. The committee believe it is necessary before a com
mittee is authorized to incur expenses of this sort that it should 
be the judgment of that committee that they should have such 
authority. 

I a.m directed to 1·eport the resolution back to the Senate, with 
the request that it be sent to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections for their action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas, 
from the Committee to Audit and Contro1 the Con tin gent Expen...c:es 
of the Senate, reports back resolution No. 433,authorizingthe Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections, in making the inquiry concern
ing the credentials and appointments of William A. Clark and 
Martin Maginnis as Senator from Montana, to employ a stenog
rapher, etc., and asks that it be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Presidenti I make a privileged report. 
I report back the resolution, with an amendment to be added at 
the close thereof, and ask that the resolution-- . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp
shire reports back from the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions the following re olution, with an amendment. . 

The SECRETARY. The amendment is io add at the end of the 
resolution-
and said committee is further an thorized to make the inquiry either as :i. full 
committee or by any snbcommi.ttee thereof duly appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to, 
without objection. 

Mr. VEST. What is the resolution? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 

on the 11th instant, as follows: 
Resohed, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, in making the 

inquiry directed by the Senate in resolution 371, concerning the credentials 
and appointments of William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senator from 
:Montana, shall have authority to send for and examine persons and papers 
and to employ a. stenographer, the expenses of the inquiry to be paid from 
th.e contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear read the resolution that 
was passed to which that refers and upon which jt is based. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the resolution which 
has just been read. 

l\lr. VEST. That is it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both the resolution and amend

ment have been read. 
Mr. VEST. Now let the amendment which comes in at the end 

of it be read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There was a resolution reported by the 

Senator from Arkansas. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, and referred to the Com

mittee on Privileges and Elections, and immediately the Commit
tee on Privileges and Elections reported back the resolution. 
It was reported by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CH.A.NDLER J • 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions had a meeting on it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee reported it 
back through the chairman with an amendment. The amend
ment bas been read to tha Senate, and also the resolution. 
· Mr. COCKRELL. Now let them both be read together. There 
was a separate resolution. · 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, a word of explanation 
perhaps will let the Senator from Missouri understand what 
this is. 

There were-two resolutions pending here as to the seating of 
William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis. They were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Ele~tions. A resolution was 
then offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHA.~m
LER J authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
send for persons and papers and to employ a stenographer, and 
so forth. That was sent to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. That resolution having 
originated from a single Senator, and not coming from the Com
mittee on Privile~es and Elections, it was reported back by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate without action, to be sent.to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to know whether or not the committee wanted the 
power to send for persons and papers. The re.solution was sent 
back for that purpose. The committee had a meeting this morn
ing, as I understand, and they have reported the resolution back 
favorably, asking for permission to send for persons and pa-pers, 
and the regular conrse will be for the resolution now to go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that question will arise, I 
suppose, if ob~ection is made to having the resolution acted upon 
at this time. I understand the amendment recommended by the 
committee bas been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp.ore. It has. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for action upon the resolution at this 

time. 
Mr. ALLEN. I object. 
~fr. CHANDLER. The resolution having once been to the 

Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, I do not understand it is necessary that it shall go there 
again. I never have known of any case of this kind to happen in 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President. to end it I will object to the 
present consrneration of the resolution. 

1\Ir. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to say, in reply to what the 
Senator from New Hampshire just now said, that under the rule 
the resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. They have not taken it up; 
they have not considered it· and I so stated when I reported it 
back. All we did was to report that the resolution came not from 
a committee, but from a single member of the Sena.ta, and the com
mittee were not inclined to take action on it. The Clilmmittee be
lieve that no resolution of that soTt ought to be acted on except 
when it comes from a committee asking to be allowed to send for 
persons and papers. The committee bad not asked for it, and to 
ascertain whether or not the committee wanted the power "e re
ported the resolution back to the Senate and seut it to the com-
mittee. • 

Now, when the committee say they want permission to send 
for persons and papers, the question as to whether the contingent 
fund of the Senate is sufficient to authorize it is a question that 
must be looked into at this time by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The committee 
have never looked into that question before becanse ·the Commit
tee on Privileges and Elections had not asked for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I never have known this 
course pursued before. I have never known a resolution of this 
character to go twice to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I have examined the rule, 
however. I think the Senator from Arkansas is right, and I shall 
ask to have the resolution referred to that committee again. 

I congratulate the Senator upon the diligence with which he is 
seeking to enforce in this case for the first time a strict and rigid 
construction of the rule. I shall ask the Senator, the acting 
chairman of the committee, to report the resolution again to the 
Senate as soon as possible. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on two former occasions I 
have called attention to what I have thought has not been a proper 
procedure in the matter of sending resolutions to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
which involve questions as to whether or not investigations should 
be made or special committees appointed. This resolution belongs 
to that class, and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jmms] is act
ing under instructions from the committee, without any dis ent
ing voice, in reporting it back with the recommendation that it 
be referI'ed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I quite agree with my colleague on the committee that the Com
mittee on Contingent Expenses has not taken into consideration 
the question as to whether or not the contingent fund will war
rant this investigation. I think the procedure is entirely proper, 
and that the resolution ought now to be referred without debate 
or objection to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator is right. I think the 
committee have reached the true construction of the rule; but I 
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ask my colleague from New Hampshire whether or not this has 
been the uniform course heretofore. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1\ir. President-
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I objected to the consideration of 

this resolution some time ago, and I now insist that debate upon 
it is out of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Objection to the consideration of the reso
lution can not be made. I ask my colleague--

The PRESIDENT pro te.mpore. The Senator from New Hamp
shire [1\Ir. CHANDLlIB] asked unanimous consent and the Senator 
from Nebraska [.Mr. ALLENj objected. Thequestion now is as to 
whether the resolution shall be referred to the Committee te Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The Chair 
does not understand that there is any question raised about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to it, but I desire to 
ask my colleague to answer the question which I put. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the objection carries the resolution 
o-ver until to-morrow under the rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No Mr. President; but I ask my colleague 
whether it is not a new construction of the rule, and whether here
after the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expense~ 
of the Senate will refurn to investigate the question of whethe1· an 
expenditure can be made until after a committee of this body has 
passed upon the- necessity for it and asked that the expenditure 
may be sanctioned? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The answer I can frankly give~ so far as 
one member of the committee is concerned. I have always held 
to that view and ha·rn tried to enforce it in the committee. 
Whether or not the committee has always so. acted I can not say~ 
but I simply desire to repeat that it is not in accordance with the 
rules, and it is not correct procedure on the part of this body to 
send to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex
penses of the Senate questions as to the- desirability of making in
vestigations or appointing special committees for certain work. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I call attention to the fact that the 
universal rule of the Chair has been to refer resolutions of this 
kind immediately, in the first instance, to the Committee to Au
dit and Control tho Continuent Expenses of the Senate~ and we 
are now inaugurating a new rule, which I think is the correct 
rule and ought to have been pursued at aU times. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then we agree, 1\1,.rr President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chai:r simply desiresfocall 

the attention of the Senator from Nebraska [1\Ir. ALLEN] to the fact 
that the Senator's objection was made to the request on the part 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution, and if the Senator from 
Nebraska objected to the consideration of the resolution, it would 
go over under the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do object to it, Mr. President. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to differ with the Chair, but
Mr. ALLEN. I do not think the Chair heard me. I objected 

!o the conside!'ation of the resolution before the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JoxEs] made his remarks, and I now renew my 
objection.. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to differ with the Chair, but the 
resolution has been befors the Senate two or three days; it is a 
question of privilege, and now it may be acted upon by the Sen
ate or referred. I do not object to the refeTence. 

Mr. ALLEN. I also object to any further debate on this 
snoject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSIO~. 

Mr. LODGE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con
sideration of executive business. After four hours spent in execu
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjonrned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
December 15, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Execiiti'Ve nominations recei'l:ed by the Senate December 14, 1900. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Charles J. McGill, at Dawson, Fayette County, Pa. 
Albert 0. Blackwell, at La Porte, Harris County, Tex. 
• fane E. Loveland, at Menlo Park, San Mateo County, Cal. 
George G. Taylor, at Mountain View~Santa Clam County, Cal. 
Ralph N. Hill, at Oxnard, Ventura County, Cal. 
Or1ando Rogers, at Independence, Teller County, Colo. 
Nehemiah J. Knipple, at Buda, Bureau County, Ill. 
Thomas J. Wimmer, at Cerro Gordo, Piatt County, Ill. 
Samael W. Maytubby, at Caddo, Choctaw Nation, Ind. T .. 

XXXIV-20 

James Schroeder, at Guttenberg, Clayton County, Iowa. 
Reuben Fr Price, at Milford, Dickinson County Iowa. 
Rezin B. Boulden, at Millersburg, Bourbon County, Ky. 
Jacob P. Hazen! at Shirley, Middlesex County, Mass. 
John B. Bryant, at Burlington Junction, Nodaway County, Mo. 
Reuben Abel, at Bernardsville, Somerset County, N. J. 
Thomas Graham, at Point Pleasant, Ocean County. N. J. 
Fred F. Hawley, at Caldwell, Wanen County, N. Y. 
Richard G. Bennett, at Tuckahoe, Westchester County, N. Y. 
Mary A. Milligan, at Hope, Steele County, N. Dak. 
Alfred Noecker, at Greenwich, Huron County, Ohio. 
William T. Griffith, at Mingo Junction, Jefferson County, Ohio. 
Gemge Summers, at Prineville, Crook County, Oreg. 
Frank G. Jewett, at Sumpter, Baker County, Oreg. 
William S. Schlichter, at Sellersville, Bucks County, Pa. 
Alvin F. Miller, at Valley Falls, Providence County! R. I. 
Jacob M. Hanell, at Manor, Travis County, Tex. 
James M. Ragan, at Oxford, Calhoun County, Ala. 
Charles !L Lehman, at Black Rock, L awrence County, Ark. 
Thomas B. Murphy, at Osceola, :Missi!:sippi County, Ark. 
1\faryE. Hughey, at Warren, Bradley County, Ark. 
Alexander P. Merrill, at Campbell, Santa Clara County, C.al. 
David B. Rigdon, at Statesboro. Bulloch County. Ga. 
Arthur Waal, at Lahaina, Maui Island Hawaii Territory. 
Charles Hulbert Bishop, at Lihue, Kauai lfiland, Ha wail TeITi· 

tory. 
Joel W. Ellis, at Seneca Lasalle County, Ill. 
Henry Cr Bogue, at Vei·mont, Fulton County, Ill. 
John B. Jones, at Lehigh Chocta.w Nation, Incl T. 
Henry Metz, at Tonganoxie, Leavenworth County Kans. 
Charles R. Suydam, at Belmont, Middlesex Connty, Mass. 
William T. Brltton, at Bloomington, Franklin County, Nebr. 
Jay Jackson, at Pine .Plains, Dutchess County, N. Y. 
Saadi M. Johnstone, at Woodside, Queens County, N. Y. 
John D. Massey, at Smithfield, Johnston County, N. C 
Frank A. Geesey, at Archbold~ Fulton County, Ohio. 
Elias B. Aldrich, at North Amherst Lorain County, Ohio. 
Charles C. Marsh at Shawnee, Perry County1 Ohio. 
Jo eph A. Randolph, at Waukomis, Garfield Corm ty, Okla. 
Dick J. Wilcox, at Lakeview, Lake County. Oreg. 
Abel W. Severance, at Tillamook, Tillamook County, Oreg. 
Charles M. Derickson, at Monessen, WestmoreJand Countyr Pa. 
Thomas W. Scott, at Newhaven, Fayette County, Pa. 
Joseph G. Moyer, at Perkasie> Bncks County. Pa. 
Ebenezer l\I. Wells, at Cheraw, Chesterfield County, S. C. 
Fremont Young, at Faulkton, Faulk County, S. Dak. 
Joseph B. Schade, at Lawrenceburg, Lawrence County, Tenn. 
Burgess W. Witt 1 at Mossy Creek, Jefferson County, Tenn. 
Reuben S. Collett, at Vernal, Uinta County, Utah. 
W.W. Hamilton, at Bramwell, l\Iercer County, W. Va. 
John M. Righter, at Cambria, Weston County, Wyo. 
Mary H. Ricketts, at Wavedy, Humphreys County, Tenn. 
Ebe1· S. Andrews, at Williamston, Ingham County, Mich., in 

place of R. 1\I. Porter, removed. 
Joshua Cooke, jr., at Longview, Gregg County, Tex., in place of 

S. H. Flanagan, removed. 
George L. Merguire, at Palo Alto, Santa Clara County, Cal., in 

place of Matilda Yesle. Incumbent·s commission expired Febrn· 
ary 13, 1899. 

David Redfield, at Ardmore, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T.,inplace 
of Moran Scott. Incumbents commission expired May 29, 1900. 

Guido C. Hinchman, at Dover, Morris County, N. J., in place 
of George McC'racken. Incmn ben t's commission expires January 
12. 1901. 

John W. Hedley, at Quanah, Hardeman County, Tex., in place 
of J. M. Doolen. Incumbent·s colilIIlission expired February 24, 
1900. 

C. S. Bodenhamer, at Wharton, Wharton County, Tex., in place 
of Amanda M. Watts. Incumbent's commission expired July10, 
189 . 

Homer C. Atwell, at Forest Grove, Washington County, Oreg., 
in place of J. W. Marsh. Incumbent's commission expired Feb. 
ruary 19, 1900. 

Rufus Waggener, at Hillsboro, Washington County, Oreg., in 
place of Herman Schulmerich. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 30, 1900. 

Zacharias A. Bowman, at Annville, Lebanon County, Pa., in 
place of Collins Dean. Incumbent's commission expired January 
15, 1900 .. 

David W. Prosser, at Bedford, Bedford County, Pa., in plaee of 
S.S. Metzger. Incumbent's commission expired February 25, 1899. 

Reginald H. Brainard, at Curwensville, Clearfield County, Pa., 
in place of E. M. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 23, 1900. 

Edwin G. Eckert~ at Hanover, Yo.rk County, Pa., in place of 
E. K. Gitt. lncumbent's commission expired March 23, 1900. 
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John W. Grier, at Jersey Shore, Lycon;iing County, Pa., in 
place of C. E. Williamson. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 7, 1900. 

Edwin F. Luckenbach, at Mauch Chunk, Carbon County, Pa., 
in place of G. W. Esser. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 21, 1899. 

Edward K. Demmy, at Middletown, Dauphin County, Pa., in 
place of I. K. Deckard. Incumbent's commission expired April 
13, 1900. 

James T. Dunfee, at Newville , Cumberland County, Pa. , in 
place of J.M. Woodburn. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 9, 1900. 

Nathaniel H. Brown at East Greenwich, Kent County, R. I., 
in place of J. H. Keelin. Incumbent's commission expired May 
19, 1900. 

Edward W. Jones, at River Point, Kent County. R. I., in place 
of Charles Quinn. Incumbent'scommissionexpiredApril 17, 1900. 

John M. Hickey, at Henderson, Rusk County, Tex., in place of 
SallieSpivy. Incumbent:scommission expiredJanuary7, 1900. 

Charles Real, at Kerrville, Kerr County, Tex., in place of C. C. 
Locket t. Incumbent's commission expired April 25, 1900. 

George -E. Hartson, at Mount Vernon, Skagit County, Wash., 
in place of J. L. Anable. Incumbent's commission expired June 
10, 1900. 

Dora Crook, at Jacksonville, Calhoun County, Ala., in place of 
John Y. Henderson. Incumbent's commission expired December 
19, 1 99. 

John J.C. Barber, at Juneau, Alaska, in place of R. P. Nelson. 
Incumbent's commission expired April 8, 1900. 

Albert W. Durkee, at Greeley, Weld County, Colo., in place of 
J. M. B. Petrikin. Incumbent's commission expired February 24, 
1900. 

Jesse T. Sharpe, at Seaford, Sussex County, Del., in place of 
E. M. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired January 9, 1900. 

Robert J. Mitchell, at Quincy, Gadsden County, Fla., in place 
of William Munroe. Incumbent's commission expired May 15, 
1900. 

Thomas Quinney, at Waynesboro, Burke County, Ga., in place 
of J. L. Fulcher. Incumbent·s commission expired February 13, 
1900. 

Charles H. Hurt, at Barry, Pike County, Ill., in place of N. R. 
Davis. Incumbent's commission expired January 23, 1900. 

Horace Haldeman, at Bement: Piatt County, Ill., in place of 
W. B. Fleming. Incumbent's commission expired January 23, 
1900. 

Swan J. Chilberg, at Cambridge, Henry County, Ill., in place 
of L.A. Keagy. lncumbent'scommissionexpiredJanuary23, 1900. 

John G. Beal, at Manning, Carroll County, Iowa, in place of 
Peter Stephany. Incumbent's commission expired January 15, 
1900. 

Joseph A. Farrell, at Mason City, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, 
in place of W. E. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired April 
13, 1900. 

Ross A. Nicholson, at New Sharon, Mahaska. County, Iowa, in 
place of J. W. Irwin. Incumbents commission expired May 6, 
1900. 

George Cushing, at Hingham, Plymouth County, Mass., in 
place of George Cushing. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 11, 1900. (Reappointment.) 

Herman A. Wyckoff, at Pontiac, Oakland County, Mich., in 
place of F. S. Fitch. Incumbent's commission expired March 10, 
1900. 

David J. Price, at Lake Crystal, Blue Earth County, Minn., in 
place of H. C. Howard. Incumbent's commission expired March 
i3 1900. -
'Nels C. Nelson, at Two Harbors, Lake County, Minn., in place 

of W. B. Woodward. Incumbent's commjssion expired May 14, 
1900. 

Allison S. Pitts, at Hattiesburg, Perry County, Miss., in place 
of R. J. Collins. Incumbent's commissionexpU-edJanuary15, 1900. 

Edward 1\1. Scott, at Rosedale, Bolivar County, Miss., in place 
of Edward M. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired January 
15, 1900. (Reappointment. ) 

James R. Dyer, at Ashgrove, Greene County, Mo., in place of 
Charles McCray. Incumbent's commission expired May 29, 1900. 

George W. Crane at Fort Benton, Choteau County, Mont., in 
place of Joseph Sullivan. Incumbent's commission expired May 
9, 1900. 

Charles Whitehead, at South River, Middlesex County, N. J., 
in place of William Morgan. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 16, 1900. 

Arthur C. Agan, at Fayetteville, Onondaga County, N. Y., in 
place of Frank Boynton. Incumbent's commission expired .June 
6, 1900. 

George .A. McKinnon, at Sidney, Delaware County, N. Y., in, 
place of Truman Lewis. Incumbents commission expired April 
16, 1900. 

Robert P. Brown, at West New Brighton, Richmond County, 
N. Y., in place of Robert P. Brown. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 19, 1893. (Reappointment.) 

Walter J. Raley, at Kent, Portage County, Ohio, in place of 
E. E. France. Incumbent's commission expired March 13, 1900. 

William B. Wallace, at Oxford, Butler County, Ohio, in place 
of D. 0. Corcoran. Incumbent's commission expired September 
7,1897. 

Robert H. Robinson, at Arlington, Gilliani County, Oreg. 
William L. Rogers, at Conroe, Montgomery County, Tex. 
Anchew C. Bailey, at Ford City, Armstrong County, Pa. 
Th~ persons hereby nominated are now serving under tempo-

rary commissions issued during the recess of the Senate. 
Thomas B. Lawler, at Ensley, Jefferson County, Ala. 
Charles A. Bills, at Dunsmuir. Siskiyou County, Cal. 
Susie E. Taylor, at Lake Providence, East Carroll County, La. 
Montrose E. Hill, at Old Orchard, York County, Me. 
Frank E. Bardwell, at Excelsior, Hennepin County, Minn. 
William B. Anderson, at Hopkins, Hennepin County: Minn. 
Melvin W. Caster, at Clayton , St. Louis County, Mo. 

• William H. Austin, at Franklin, Franklin County, Nebr. 
Charles J. Sweet, at Black River, Jefferson County, N. Y. 
John A. Simon, at Queens, Queens County, N. Y. 
George C. Watson, at New Concord, Muskingum County, Ohio. 
Lyman P. Bailey, at Putney, Windham County, Vt. 
Velosco J. Knapp, at Anacortes, Skagit County, Wash. 
Howard S. Datesman, at Douglas, Converse County, Wyo. 
Karl Spinner, at Green River, Sweetwater County, Wyo. 
Gustave Jensen, at Saratoga, Carbon County, Wyo. 
Elias M. Williams, at Clifton, Graham County, Ariz., in place 

of F. H. Hudson, resigned. 
Alfred R. Booth, at Paso Robles. San Luis Obispo County, Cal., 

in place of R. W. Putnam, removed. 
George J. Arnow, at Gainesville, Alachua County, Fla., in place 

of James Bell, deceased. 
George F. McGinnis, at Indianapolis, Marion County, Ind., in 

place of J. W. Hes.:; , deceased. 
John Walter Lowry, at Knightstown, Henry County, Ind., in 

place of E. H. Cole, deceased. 
Harper W. Wilson, at Audubon, Audubon County, Iowa, in 

place of G. B. Russell ... decea ed .. 
John Buchanan, at Eagle Grove, Wright County, Iowa, in place 

of F. J. Will, resigned. 
.Maude McGili , at Oswego, Labette County, Kans., in place of 

W. F . .. IcGill, r emoved. 
Elliott Wood, at Winthrop, Kennebec County, Me., in place of 

J. E. Lewis, deceased. 
Edgar W. Prentiss, at Bethany, Harrison County, Mo., in place 

of B. M. Prentiss. resirned. 
William E. Templeton, at Excelsior Springs, Clay County, Mo., 

in place of A. H. Doo'.ey, resigned. 
F rank D. W. Arno_d, at Lamar, Barton County, Mo., in place 

of T. L. Wills, removed. 
Henry L. Eads, at Pattonsburg, Daviess County, Mo., in place 

of John H. Heath deceased. 
Edward R. Williams, at Richmond, Ray County, Mo. in place 

of J. M. Wr ight, resigned. 
Frederick B. Powell. at Amityville, Suffolk County, N. Y., in 

place of Leander Wright, removed. 
George W. Belton, at Whitestone, Queens County~ N. Y., in 

place of C.R. Bindhamer. removed. 
Richard H. Smith, at Mandan, Morton County, N. Dak .. in 

place of C. E. Nichols, resigned. · 
William B. Palm.er, at Clifton Heights, Delaware County, Pa., 

in p1ace of W. H. Logan, deceased. 
Albert Magnin, at Darby, Delaware County, Pa., in place of 

G. W. Claney, removed. 
William D. Williams jr., at McDonald, Washington County, 

Pa., in place of Boyce Rankin, resigned. · 
Charles Lattimore, at Milford, Pike County, Pa., in place of 

J. S. Gale, deceased. 
Samuel S. Wright, at Montrose, Susquehanna County, Pa., in 

place of W. B. Stoddard, deceased. 
George C. W orstall, at Newtown, Bucks County, Pa., in place of 

J. S. Groff, removed. 
John Redd, ap Bolivar, Hardeman County, Tenn., in place of 

John Kenny, deceased. 
Lewis A. Skiff, at Middlebmy, Addison County, Vt., in place of 

E. H. Thorp, resigned. 
Houston T. Estes, at .Muskogee (late Muscogee) , Creek Nation, 

Ind. T., in place of Houston T. Estes, reappointed upon change 
in name of office. 

Luther Severance, at Hilo, island of Hawaii, HawaH Territory. 
Original appointment under an act of Congress entitled "An act 
to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii," approved 
April 30, 1900. 

Joseph M. Oat, at Honolulu, island of Oahu, Hawaii Territory, 
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in place of John M. Oat, nominated and confirmed through error 
in name. 

CONFIRl\IATIONS. 
Executive nominations conjh·med by the Senate December 14, 1900. 

AMBASSADOR. 
George V. L. :Meyer, of Massachusetts, to be ambassador extraor

dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy. 
INDIAN AGENT, 

John R. Brennan, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Pine Ridge Agency in South Dakota. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, Decembet· 14, 1900. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

PAY OF EMPLOYEES FOR DECEMBER. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution which I 
now send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its present considera
tion. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 281) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 

Representatives be, and they a.re hereby, authorized and directed to pay the 
officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, including 
the Capitol police, their respective salaries for the month of December, 1900, 
on the ~h day of December.1900. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was read a second time, 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and was accord
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to lay on the 
table a motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed was adopted. 

PENSI01i APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 

a bill (H. R. 12737) making appropriation for the . payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; which was ordered 
to be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to rf.serve all points 
of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That reservation will be noted. 
W .AR-REVENUE REDUCTIONS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the• House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of bill H. R. 12394, 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole, .Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
House bill 12394. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the understanding is that the 
time this morning up 1.o 2 o'clock, to be devoted to general debate, 
is to be equally divided between the two sides, the gentleman 
from Tennessee rMr. RICH.ARDSO:N"] controlling half of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That will give us fifty-five 
minutes this morning. · 

The C ff AIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now yield fifteen minutes 

to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOXl. -
Mr. DALZELL. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that gives fifty-

five minutes on a side. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is right. 

[Mr. MADDOX addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield fifteen minutes to 

the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. OTEY]. . ' 
Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to ask the indul

gence of the House on this bill, but I find that in the glamour of 
our military prestige one very important measure is about to be . 
overlooked. 

Mr. Chairman, it is in vain that we appeal for a reduction of 

• 

tax on tobacco-tobacco, which is more universally used among 
mankind than any other one thing except the most ordinary arti
cles of food; 980,000,000 of the earth's inhabitants use it, while 
600,000,000 use tea, 400,000,000 use opium, and 100,000,000 use 
coffee, statistics on whisky not being just now at hand. [.Ap
plause.] So my appeal for the relief of the man who follows the 
plow and hoes the tobacco hill being in vain, I ap~eal for him who, 
on the sanguinary fields of Cuba, was forgot by you. When our 
soldiers marshaled against Spain the soldier and sailor were soon 
reminded that there was great deficiency in providing for their 
comforts and welfare. In no particular was this made more mani
fest than the deficiency, viz in not providing tobacco for them. 
Encouraged by the hope that nothing would be left undone to sus
tain him in his heroism and supply his wants in his patriotism, I 
introduced the following bill: 

A bill for the relief of soldiers and sailors. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the weekly ration of tobacco for all enlisted men 

in the Army and Navy during the continuance of the present war shall belt 
ounces of smoking tobacco and 2 ounces of chewing tobacco . 

fApplause.] · 
t failed when the Army bill came before the House, and so I 

introduced it the next session on December 4, 1899, and it sleeps 
in the Committee on Military Affairs. 

In the Charlotte Observer-Charlotte, N. C.-of the 10th, the fol
lowing editorial appears: 

The Observer confesses to some interest in the fate of Congressman OTEY'S 
bill to issue tobacco rations to our troops. What has become of it? The mat
ter is called to mind by an article in the London Lancet bearing upon the 
same question of tobacco for the soldiers. That paper is re~arded as the fore
most medical authority in England, and after careful consideration of tables 
and statistics and regimental reports, it has concluded that the British sol
dier endured the ardors of the South African war so uncomplainingly and 
hardily by reason of indulgence in tobacco. 

The Lancet declares that "used with moderation. tobacco is of va1ne sec
ond only to food itsolf." The veldt war was a war of long marches and scant 
food. The Lancet finds that these long and stern marches "were borne by 
the soldiers with a grumble only when their ·smokes' failed them." These 
facts should inspire Mr. OTEY to renewed endeavors. The tobacco ration 
should be incorporated in the pending Army bill 

When it was before the House a Republican member of this 
body sneeringly asked me why I did not include "chewing gum," 
thus ridiculing the bill, but in earnest I was willing to accept the 
amendment if it comforted the sailors and soldiers. In the elec
tion that followed he was left at home. He was not reelected. 
Comment is unnecessary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have never heard a good reason for not 
passing this bill. We find its provisions in the regulations or 
other armies of modern times, and as tobacco is taxed so much 
heavier than any other product of the soil, it would seem that the 
Government could, without great strain on its r esources, supply 
this much-needed want. 

One and two·thirds ounces of smoking tobacco a week and 2 
ounces of chewing tobacco-5 pounds per month of the one and 6 
pounds per month of the other-11 pounds of toba-eco per head, and, 
if you have 100,000 men, about 1,000,000 pounds per year. The 
tax on this would be $120,000, which will have been paid the 
Government, and the average price, say, even 10 cents, $100,000 
outlay, and the Government would still have a surplus left of 
$20,000, if it applied its tax on 2,000,000 pounds to this lofty and 
patriotic purpose. It is a fact that there is no solace in camp life 
or on shipboard like the pipe, and nothing staves off hunger and 
thirst like the chew of tobacco. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is customary to refer to the Fathers, in poli
tics, religion, and business. We revere the opinions of those who 
have gone before. We hear great men of the past as witnesses. 
So in the matter of tobacco I will not deviate from the time
honored custom. From its earliest discovery tobacco has been 
considered a curative. We speak of narcotic poison as if it would 
kill on sight, and yet what is known as solanine in the potato is 
an acrid narcotic poison, 2 grains of which produces paralysis in 
a rabbit in two hour~. So says Dr. Emanuel Gardiner, London, 
a practitioner of "physicke" in 1610, and Dr. John Neander, in 
Leyden, 1622. Hariot-you all know who Hariot is [laughter]
who joined Sir Walter Raleigh, 1584, wrote in 1588 a true report 
of the new found land of Virginia. Speaking of "Uppowoe," 
called afterwards tobacco, he said: 

They use the leaves to take the fumes or smoke thereof by sucking through 
pipes in to the stomach and head, from whence it purged superfluous "fl.earns" 
anq other gross humors; it opened the pores and passa~es of the body, by 
which means the use thereof not only preserveth the body from obstructions, 
whereby their bodies are notably preserved in health and k'"Ilows not many 
grievous diseases wherewith all we in England are ofttimes affected. 

rApplause.] 
. Th~s is one reason why we should abrogate the anti-smoking rule 
m this House, the fumes of tobacco thus neutralizing the carbonic 
acid gas, which is heavier than air and which is always exhaled 
from the human system while breathing, every ounce of which 
falling from these galleries is inhaled by us, than which no dead
lier poison could enter our frames. r Applause.] 

I hope I will not be interrupted by applause, as I have only 
fifteen minutes. 
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Further on they say: 
Since our return we have found ma.ny rare a.nd wonderful experiments of 

the virtues of tobacco, of which the relation would require a volume by itself. 
The use of it by o many men and women of great calling and some learned 
physicians is sufficient witness. 

Fairho1t says-of course no member of Congress is unfamiliar 
with Fairholt [laughteT]: 

It was to the sanitary effects of tobacco that the honor.able introduction 
in EuTope was due. Queens kings, and cardinals bowed to the dictum of 
physicians who seemed to look upon the plant a.s a divine remedy for most 
diseases and so speedily propounded eures f01· all that flesh is heir to from 
various applications, 8.lld it was christened Huba Panacea or Huba Santa. 

rLaugbter a;nd applause.] 
Old poets note the curative virtues of tobacco. 
Spenser, in his FaerieQueene, where he makes Belphrebe include 

it as in other medicinal herbs gathered by Timias, says: 
Into the woods henceforth she went 
To seek for herbs that.mote him remedy. 

* * * * * Then whether it divine tobacco were 
Or panachasa or polygony, 
She found and brought it to her patient dear. 
Who all this while lay bleeding out his heart blood near. 

After this can anybody deny tobacco rations to the defender of 
our country, our .flag, our honor, both on land and sea? [Long 
applanse.1 

Henry Buttes-his name is familiar [laughter]-in his curious 
volume entitled" Diet's Dry Dinner," 1799, treats of the virtues of 
tobacco as a digestive power, and says: 

Fruits, herbs. flesh, fish, white nuts, spices, sauce, all. 
Concoct all by tobacco cordial 

I am willing to do away with the -entire war tax. It was my 
pleasure one year ago to introduce a bill to repeal the entire war
tax law, and I am sure it would have been proper bad we done so, 
and the country could have well afforded it, its financial condition 
then, as now, warranting that course. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his .annual report shows that 
the total revenues of the Government from all sources for the fis
cal year ended June 30, 1900, were $669,595,431.1 . The total ex
penditures for the same petiod were $590,06~ 371 , which left a 
surplus of $79,527 060.1 in the TreasuTy. Let me tell you what 
the Government has been dojng while we were engaged in war, 
something that no othe1· government ever did before in the his
tory of the world. At great expense and under unusual taxation 
burdens this Government in 1893, when the war began, issued 
200,000:000 of bonds which were sold in the market. What was 

done in 1899, the following year? The Secretary of the Treasury 
bought in $22~ 000, 000 worth of unmatured bonds, expending money 
therefor at a time when heavy special taxes were being levied 
up8n and paid by the people. 

Again, the present year, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of March 14, 1900, the Secretary of the Treasury, m the 
conversion of outstanding bonds into consols of 1930, had paid out 
to November 1 last, for excess of value of these consols, $34-,tlOO,OOO 
in round numbeTs, making a total of $56,000,000 that the Secretary 

· of the Treasury has paid out under these unusual conditions. 
Now, adding these expenditur~s made on account of bonds t;o the 
$ •9 000,000 surplus in the Treasury, and you have a total of 135,-
000,000. Deducting the war taxes for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1900, which the report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows 
were 8105,000,000, and the Treasury would have more money by 
30,000,000 at the close of the fiscal year ended June 30 1900, than 

it had at the same time in 1899. Theref re it is plain to me, and 
Its fumes are good against ".rumes," catarrhs, hoarseness, .ache in head, sh'Juld be plain to everyone, that the entire war-tax act should be 

stomach: lungs, and breast. . . . . I taken from the statute books, and that the people .should be per-

rLaughter.] 
He adds: 

Gardiner (quoted before), m his Trial of Tob~co, speakmg of mitted to keep thlsmoneyin thefr pockets. When a government 
a pa?~nt wh~ could hardly breathe and was given up by other is not in need of money, when it has an ample amount to meet 
phys1cJans, s~ud: its legitimate wants and to protect its credit, then to tax the 

Directed bim to ta~e tobacco in fume, and little by ~ttle he recovered his people is unjust. Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. 
former strength. lt18 an unguent to take away all parns of the gout. What is England doing to-day? Is she resorting to any such 

f Applause.] financial tactics? It is true England is selling bonds in bunches 
R.emain analyzed it. I will not insult your intelligence by and lots to meet the increased expenditures on account of the outh 

saying who Remain was. [Laughter.] Ten thousand parts of African war, but we do not hear of England redeeming her unma
tobacco cases contain: trrred bonds with the money thus obtained. Here we are con· 

Six parts nicotine, 1 part niootianine, 287 parts huter extractur [bitter ex- stantly dealing in our bonds, selling them one year and buying 
tractive]. 174 paTts gum mixed with malic acid, 26.7 parts of green resin, 12 them the next. What is the Government doing with the money 
varts malate of ammonia, 4:.8 parts sulphide of potash, 6.3 chloride of potas- collected from these taxes? To-day there are $96,000,000 of that 
sium, !l.5 parts potasss. which has been combined with malic and nitric acid, 
16.6 parts phosphate of lime, 24.2 parts lime which has been combined with money in the national banks of the country, for the use of which 
malic acid, .8 parts of silica, 4:96.9 parts of febfores or ligneous matter, 88.28 the Government does not receive one cent of interest. In times of 
})arts of water, traces of starch. slight financial trouble, when the banks become depre sed and 

f Applause.] money gets high, if the Government calls in these loans and les-
After this exposition, can yon have it in your hearts to refuse sens its balances with these depositories the banks cry out that 

this boon to the soldi& who keeps your honor unsullied· and pro· money is getting high and the Government is mistreating them in 
tects your homes from the ruthless invader? withdra'\\ing their deposits fr-0m them. 

The analysis omitted a vi cid .slime equally .soluble in water and lf these banks of depository holding these great balances from 
alcohol and precipitable from both the subacetate of le.ad; also day to day, amounting, as stated, to S96,000,000-only ,0 0,000 
chlorophyl, a great pulverulent matter, which dissolves in boiling less than the total amount of war taxes collected last year-on 
water, but precipitates in cold water; also a beautiful oran,..cre-red which they are not paying o-ge cent of interest, complain when 
dyestuff, soluble only in acids, but it deflagrates in fire. [Long these deposits are demanded, in the name of common sense what 
laughter and applause.] Theanimatedcountenance,thefurrowed must the people say when this very money is being taken from 
.cheek. the trembling voice, the bending frame, the silent tear of their pockets by high war taxes, under the plea that these large 
an old soldier impart an interest and gives a touch to his story sums are necessary ''to meet the train of extraorilinary ex:pendi
that no pen can portray, no eloquence imitate. His patriotism tures which follow the close of actual hostilities," to swell the de
expil"es only with his life; his soul is enraptured with enthusiasm; posit accounts of favored national banks? We should leave this 
his memory is on the wing and runs back with ijghtning quick- money in the pockets of the people. We do not want to put a 
ness to the battles fought and victories won; but he will recall great balance in the Treasury or in Government depositories. We 
that the ration of tobacco plucked from his mind a rooted sorrow, have an ample amount of money to maintain the credit of the 
razed out the written· troubles of the brain, and with this sweet, country, and that credit is as good as it can be. 
oblivious antidote cleansed the bosom of perilous stuff that weighed fHern the hammer fell] 
upon his heart. [Long and continued applause.] Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the tax-payingpeo- twenty minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER]. 
ple of this country and I compliment this Oongress that at last we l\Ir. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, when the Spanish-American war
have ceased to permit our thoughts to run upon foreign scenes, revenue bill was being discussed in thls House fa 1898, leading Re
ha ve stopped fighting for the freedom of Cub.a. and for the moment I publicans on this floor then stated that just so soon as the Sparush
are notcllasing the Filipin-0s; that for a brief time we have with- American war was over the-war taxes would be repealed. The 
drawn our attention from the adju tmentof the Chinese situation, American people-the taxpayers of this country-.expect the Re· 
arethronghwithplanningandregulatingtbeincreaseoftheArmy, publican party to keep that pledge. It was a solemn promise. 
and are no longer employed in discus ing the great ships of this This bill willfully and llilnece sarily violates it. 
country which were recently ordered built and which are now Mr. KING. They do not expect it. They think they ought to 
building· but that we have diverted our thoughts and attention do it. fLaughter.l 
once more to legislation in the interest of the people of this Mr. SULZER. Yes; that is about the truth of the matter. It 
country. is to be regretted that the majority of the Ways and Means Com-

I approve of this bill with all my heart. It is a. good bill as far mittee ha failed to meet the reasonable expectation of the tn.xpay
as it goes, but it does not go far enough. The proposition offered ers, and has failed to keep the promise of the Republican leaders 
by the minority members of the Committee on Ways and Means in this House when the war-revenue bill was being discus.c;ed in 
I consider a far better bill, and I regret exceedingly that it is not 1&9 . If the Republican members of the Ways and Mean Com-

. before us rather than the bill we now have. I, for on~ say that mittee had done th~ir duty they would have brought into thifJ 

• 

• 
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House a bill to repeal the war-revenue law, and to repeal it in 
toto. The Spanish-American war-revenue law-was an emergency 
measure. It was to remain on the statute books until the war was 
concluded and then be promptly repealed. The war is over and 
the war taxes must go. They have no place on our law books in 
time of peace. · 

It has been stated here, :Mr. Chairman, by one of the members 
of the Ways and Means Committee, and the facts and statistics 
confirm the statement, that if the war-revenue law should be re
pealed it would not cause a deficit in the revenues of the Govern
ment this year, next year, or the year thereafter. Why, then, I 
ask in the name of all that is fair, should these oppressive, unjust, 
and burdensome war taxes be indefinitely continued in time of 
peace? The annoying, harassing, and unnecessary war taxes 
should be repealed. 

~lr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to me by the gentle
man from Tennessee it will be impossible for me to fully discuss 
this bill, but I desire very hurriedly and briefly to criticise one por
tion of it that ·seems to do a great injustice. I have received a 
numher of letters from constituents of mine objecting to and pro
testing against that portion of the bill that continues the addi
tional war taxes on beer. With the permission of the House I 
shall incorporate some of these letters in the RECORD as a part of 
my remarks. 

The tax on beer is out of all proportion to the tax on other com
modities. The manufacturers and consumers of beer pay more 
than their just share of the burdens of government. They want 
only what is just. They ask no favor. They want to be treated 
fairiy, and they now dem~md, two yea1·s after the Spanish-Ameri
can war, that those additional war taxes be repealed. Is this 
asking too much? Is it not just what you promised when yon 
imposed the additional burden of $1 a barrel on beer? The tax of 
$2 a barrel on beer is too much. 

Yon know the manufacturers engaged in this industry demand 
that the war taxes on beer be reduced to 81 a barrel, as it was 
before the Spanish-American war began. The brewers have sent 
several representative delegations here asking for the repeal of 
the war tax, and they have filed hundreds and thousands of peti
tions in favor of it. But if I know your intentions, and if I am 
any judge of your policy, their mission has been a failure, their 
work in vain, and the petitions have been thrown in the waste
basket. 

Mr. Chairman, the manufacture of beer is one of the most im
portant industries in this country. Itis a legitimate business, and 
should not be per ecuted by oppressive taxation. It gives employ
ment to thousands and hundreds of thousands of men. It affects 
the producers, the wage-earners. and the transportation compa
nies of the whole country. To discriminate against it is unjust 
and the policy as far-reaching as it is ruinous. At the beginning 
of the civil war a tax of $1 a barrel was put on beer, and it was 
promised then, directly or indirectly, by the party in power that 
as soon as the emergency should be over that tax would be re
pealed. That was a war tax. But after the civil war that tax 
was continued, although most of the other internal-revenue taxes 
were repealed. This civil-war tax of SI a barrel on beer was kept 
on from that day to this. and notwithstanding it was a war tax 
in time of peace and burdensome to the producers, the manufac
turers, and the consumers they bore it without a murmur. When 
the Spanish-American war revenue law was passed in 1898 the 
Republican party doubled the war tax on beer, making it$2 a 
barrel. 

And now, sir, instead of reducing that tax to $1 a barrel, as 
you promised the representatives of that industry when they ap
peared before your committee in 189~ , you propose to continue 
this bmdensome and unjust tax at the rate of $2 per barrel-or 
perhaps a little less-indefinitely. Is that fair? Beer is the poor 
man's drink, and the poor man pays most of this unjust and ex
orbitant tax. Years ago and during the civil war beer was sell
ing for from $12 to $18 per barrel, and the tax then was only $1 
a barrel. To-day beer is selling for from 85 to S6 a barrel and 
the tax is $2 a barrel. If justice were done in this matter, and 
members had the courage of their convictions, this House would 
almost unanimously make the tax on beer what it was before the 
Spanish-American war. 

The brewers' industry pays more taxes to-day into the Treasury 
of the Government than any other industry in this country. This 
burdensome additional war tax has driven out of business a great 
many manufacturers, has driven others into bankruptcy, and 
forced out of legitimate employment thousands of honest toilers. 
This war tax falls with a heavy hand on the consumers and with 
disastrous effect on the manufacturers and retailers of our coun
try. We should do our duty and repeal it. 

Yesterday. Mr. Chairman, !listened to thE\remarksofmyfriend 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. In the course 
of h1s remarks he said that at the proper time he would offer an 
amendment to this bill to reduce this unjust and iniquitous tax 

on beer to $1.50 a barreL That is all right so far as it goes, but 
it does not go far enough. If no one else does, I will offer an 
amendment to put the tax back to $1 a barrel, and I trust that 
this House will adopt that amendment and take off the additional 
war tax of Sl a barrel. ·It ought to be taken off. Under the 
Spanish-American war-revenue law the beer industry has paid 
more than one-third of the entire revenue derived from that act. 

Under the provisions of this bill now being considered, accord
in~ to the statement of the chairman of the committee, if you do 
not reduce the tax, beer will pay nearly two-thirds of the revenue 
to be derived. This is unjust to this industry. It is an injustice 
to the people who are engaged in it. The brewers were patriotic. 
When the Spanish-American war began, when the emergency 
arose, when the Government needed immediate funds to carry 
on the war, the brewers of the land came before the Ways and 
l\leans Committee and said, "If it is necessary to tax our industry 
an additional $1 a barrel to raise immediate revenue to prosecute 
successfully the Spanish-American war, we are willing to sub
mit and pay such additional taxation on condition that just so 
soon as the war is over and the emergency passed this additional 
tax of $1 a barrel on beer shall be forthwith repealed." 

That promise was made to the representatives of this industry; 
and they and thousands of others are looking to-day to this Con
gress to see if that promise will be fulfilled. I trust that every 
fair-m~ed man in th1s House, that every member who is op
posed to discriminating in favor of one industry by robbing 
another, who is opposed to unjust and burdensome taxes when 
they are unnecessary, and who believes that unnecessary taxation 
is unjust taxation, will support this proposition to repeal this 
additional war tax on beer and keep the pledge of the Government. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, to sum it all up, I am in favor of re
pealing the additional tax of Sl a barrel on beer, imposed by 
reason of the emergency of the Spanish-American war, for the fol
lowing good and sufficient reasons: 

1. That the Spanish war tax is a double tax, as their busi
ness had already been paying a war tax of $1 per barrel since 1862. 

2. It exacted 40 per cent of the selling price of th01r product-$2 
out of 5-a levy which made production a matter of loss from its 
imposition. 

3. It has resulted, by closing and consolidating establishments 
in the endeavor to reduce expenses and keep their heads above 
water, in the loss of employment and the consequent loss of 
wages to thousands of employees. 

4. That a decreased co;nsumption has necessitated, of course, de
creased production, and this means not only loss to the brewer, 
but to the farmer in market.s for his products, to the mechanic in 
employment, to those who have money invested in the business 
in interest and profit which would eventually find an outlet and 
give employment to idle thousands, and to the Government in 
revenue. 

5. Because it is unjust to saddle additional burdens upon an in
dustry that has uninterruptedly and uncomplainingly borne the 
old war tax ever since its first imposition (aiding the Government 
in devising and maintaining means for its prompt collection), 
while all other internal war taxes have been totally abolished, 
except as to ardent spirits and tobacco, in which latter instances 
the rntes of 1865 have been considerably reduced. 

G. Because when the war tax of $1 was imposed beer sold at $12 
per barrel, while to-day, the tax remaining the same, less than 
one-half of that amount is the average prke. wages and the ordi
nary operating expenses of breweries and the capital required in 
the business having vastly increased in the meantime. 

7. Because when this tax was first imposed the burdens borne 
by the traffic in the shape of local taxes or license fees did not 
exceed in any State the sum of $200, while at the present time in 
some States these local taxes range up to $'2,000 for each saloon
the total sum of such local taxes and license fees t!iroughout the 
country amounting to probably S60,000,000, a disproportionately 
large share of which enormous sum must be and is borne by beer, 
as may be seen from a single example in point, to wit: The State 
of New York, where out of a total ofover$11,000,000derivedfrom 
the traffic the beer interests paid about $7,000,000. In the present 
condition of the market the brewer would be compelled to raise 
the price of his product, and the dealer, on bis part, in order to 
make up the difference, would have to reduce the size of his 
measures. 

8. Because neither from an economic nor from an ethical point of 
view does it appear justifiable to increase the war tax on beer 
while native wines are totally exempt from taxation. 

9. Because as a revenue measure the increase iB based on erro
neous premises, for while it is true that under the present systell}, 
which imparted to the industry an exceedingly valuable element 
of stability, the production has steadily increased, it is more than 
probable that the increased tax will produce ·a decline in the 
business. 

10. Because the increase would be a most potent incentive to 
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the formation of trusts, and would most assuredly drive out of 
the business a large proportion of the smaller brewers. The sig
nificance of this will be appreciated if yon state the undeniable 
fact that one-half of the beer produced in this country is manu
factured by about 100 large brewers, while the other half is made 
in about 1,800 smaller establishments. 

11. Because, although the tax may at first be borne by the brew
ers-to be used as a means of competition by the stronger trade 
rivals-it will in the end have to be paid by the consumer, in one 
way or another; and this we deem not only unjust, but extremely 
unwise from a temperance point of view, for beer, whatever fa
natics may say to the contrary, has become and is to-day one of 
the necessaries of life to a large part of our people, and as such 
has a strong tendency to enhance the well-being of the consumers 
and to modify drinking habits in the direction of true temperance. 

12. Because the increase is calculated to place a double burden 
upon the consumer, inasmuch as it is imposed in order to offset a 
loss of revenue, which would inevitably be caused by the proposed 
prohibitive duties on other articles of daily consumption, the 
price of which would thus necessarily be enhanced, to the great 
disadvantage of the consumer and for the benefit of certain do
mestic ind us tries. 

13. Because, instead of creating a "minimum of industrial dis
turbance "-a consideration which is m·ged by one of the foremost 
advocates of the increase as a paramount requireme~t of any 
change in the tax system-the increase will most assuredly un
settle and injuriously affect the brewing industry. 

14. That the tax is continued although the war which made its 
imposition possible and which formed the only excuse for levying 
it is over, and that it has been continued beyond the needs of the 
Government, as an overflowing Treasury proves, and should be 
repealed. 
1 These rearnns, to my mind, conclusively show that this addi
tional war tax is oppressive, burdensome, and unnecessary, and 
should be repealed now. Last year tbe brewing industry was 
taxed and paid into the Treasury about $75,000,000. There are 
about 40,000,000 barrels of beer manufactured a year, and if we re
turn to the tax of $1 a barrel existing prior to the Spanish-Ameri
can war the indu try now being discussed will pay an annual 
revenue of about $!0,000,000-more in proportion, I believe, than 
any other industry in the country. 

Now, sir, I contend that we do not need this additional war tax. 
In fact all these Spanish-American war-revenue taxes should be 
repealed; and if by chance there should be a deficiency in the 
revenues it is the duty incumbent on the party charged with the 
responsibility of legislation-charged with the responsibility of 
raising revenue for the economical administration of the affairs of 
the Government-to raise it fairly and justly and honestly, with
out favor to one industry as against another. I am in favor of an 
income tax. That is a just tax-fair to all-and makes wealth 
pav its just share of the burdens of government. 

if you say that the Uuited States Supreme Court has held an 
income tax unconstitutional, then I am in favor of a graduated 
inherit_ance tax and a graduated corporation tax on the stock and 
dividends of the great industrial combinations of the land. That 
will be a tax that can not be evaded; and it is conceded that it 
will be a fair and a just tax. It is a tax on the idle and the ac
cumulated wealth of the country, which now praetically escapes 
all taxation. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I hope I may be allowed a few moments more. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should be glad to accom

modate the gentleman if I had the remaining time under my con
trol; but I have promised it all away. 

Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to print in the RECORD, as part of my remarks, some data in regard 
to this question of the additional tax on beer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I desire to 

insert in the RECORD the following succinct statements of Mr. 
Rudolf Brand, the president of the United States Brewers' Asso
ciation. of Chicago, Ill., and also of Mr. Adolphus Busch, of St. 
Louis, Mo., printed in the Washington Post to-day: 

BREWERS ASK RELIEF-WAR TAX ON BEER RAS CRIPPLED A GREAT INDUS
TRY-APPE.AL FOR FAIR TREATMENT-THEY INSIST THAT THE EMERGENCY 
NO LONG EB. EXISTS TO WARRANT THE FURTHER I1dl'OSING OF A HARD· 
SHIP UPON THE::U-TAX JJEVIED ON ACCOUNT OF THE CIVIL WAR WHICH 
BAS NEVER BEE..~ REMOVED-CONGRESS IS URGED TO ORA.NT SIMPLE 
JUSTICE. 

The president of the United States Brewers' Association, Mr. Rudolf 
Brand, of Chi~o, Ill., in an interview with a Post reporter last night, said: 

" In conjunction with my associates here in Washington, representing the 
brewing industry throughout the United States, I can only express surprise 
and disappointment at the conclusion arrived at by the Ways and Means 
Committee in their report to Congress, in which they recommend such a 
slight reciuction of the t~-.:: on beer, while the majority of the other indus
tries taxed under the war~measure have received the committee's recom-

menqation for the total elimination of the taxes imposed upon them by the 
Spamsh war. -

PRESIDENT M'KINLEY'S MESSA.GE. 

"We very naturally deducted from President McKinley's message to Con
gress, in which he said relative to war taxes: 'I recommend that the Congress 
at its present session reduce the internal-revenue taxes imposed to meet the 
expenses in the war with Spafa in the sum of $30,000,000. This reduction 
should be secured by the remis8ion of those taxes which experience has 
show~ to _be the most purdensome to the industries of the people,' that the 
brewmg industry, which has suffered more than any other industry, would 
be the first to be relieved, and we based our claims upon the actual figures 
'Ye presented to the Ways and_ Means Committe~, d.emonstrating conclu
sively the losses we have sustained under the grrnding oppressive double 
war tax of ~ per barrel, or 40 per cent of the entire market value of our 
product. 

"Again I call attention to the following extracts from our previous letter 
to the Ways and Means Committee: 

CIVIL WAR TAXES "EVER RE::UOVED. 
"This is only one side of the question, but it is the one which shows the per

nicious eff~cts of a m?st unjust ta~ in.th~ most glaring light, and appeals to 
other sentiments besides that of Justwe in tbe abstract. In our opinion, it 
should not, however, require such appeals in order to bring about the im
mediate repeal of the entire extra war tax, superimposed upon the old war 
tax. There was no equitable justification for it at the time of its imposition, 
because the brewing mdustry had uy to that time uninterruptedly paid the 
old war tax of $1 per barrel, while al other manufactures, products, profes
sions, and occupations embraced in the original revenul.'I system as organized 
between the years 1861-1 6!, have not paid a single dollar into the Federal 
Treasury since the termination of the civil war, and do not now contribute 
one penny toward the Federal revenue. 

' Is it unfah· or unpatriotic to ask why one American industry, consuming 
almost exclusively those highly protected American products which are n. 
source of wealth to the American farmer, should pay a double war tax 
amounting to 40 per· cent of the market value of its product, while all other 
American industries remain untaxed? It will not be deemed to be pre· 
sumptuous, we trust, if we ask what justification there was for imposing, or 
what good reason there was for continuing, a tax of S2 upon a barrel of beer 
costing $5, in the face of the fact that at a time (thirty-five years ago) when 
the market price of beer was 12, a Republican Administration and a Repub
lican Congre s asserted and -maintained that a tax of $1 'was fully up to the 
revenue standard and should not be increased.'" (See report of the Special 
Revenue Commission for 1865-66, p. 27.) 

' We maintain that common justice imperatively demands the immediate 
repeal of the additional war tax upon malt liquors. In the entire war-revenue 
act of 1898 there is not a single tax item, excepting our own, that is unjust or 
inequitable in itself; none, excepting the beer tax, that has caused, or is likely 
to cause, widespread industrial ruin; none, again with the same exception, that 
must be borne by a comparatively small number of citizens for the exclusive 
benefit of all those numerous and immensely wealthy industries which, while 
protected by wise tariff laws, contribute not a single dollar to the internal 
revenue, and, finally, none that must ultimately affect such large masses of 
the poorer people. 

"The most striking evidence of the correctness of our contention as to the 
inequality and injustice of the present tax rate lies in the fact that in 1866, 
when the receipts from internal revenue reached the highest point, viz, 
$310,906,984, the three revenue items which have remained in force (at 1·e
duced rates as to spirits) since the civil war, only yielded $50,129,877, of which 
the sum of $5,115,140 was derived from malt liquors, then selling at $12 per 
barrel. The remainder, amounting to $260,777,1U7, came from sources of rev
enue, the greater portion of which are not mentioned in the act which im
posed upon our product an additional war tax of $1." 

FAILURES DURING 1899 AND 1900. 

"We have shown," continued Mr. Brand," that during the fl.seal year ended 
June 30, 1900, no less than 36 previously successful breweries have failed, gone 
out of business altogether, their failure directly attributable to the double 
war tax. These figures can be easily verified by the records of the depart
ment of internal revenue. In addition to the actual failures, very many of 
our best establishments have been forced to combine in order to a.void fail· 
ure, and many more will be forced to follow in their footsteps unless we have 
immediate relief. 

:BREWERS NOT EXACTING. 

"We are not exacting. On the contrary, the brewers are extremely patri
otic, the fact of our bearing the original war tax of $1 per barrel, or 20 per 
cent of the market value of our product, for thirty-seven years without re
ductionJ proves that. The further fact of our uncomplainingly accepting 
the douole war tax of $2 per barrel, or 40 per cent of our product since 1 98i 
to provide revenue to conduct our war with Spain, intensifies our claim or 
patriotism, but now that war is over, and we cry aloud for relief from a 
burden that is crushing our industry and sapping our very life. 

FAITH IN CONGRESS. 

"We have faith in Congress. We believe that the justice-simply the com
mon justice-of our claims will not appeal to Congress in vain. We only ask 
for fair treatment and a chance to live in times of peacE-. In times of war or 
any other distress that our country may suffer from1 the Government will 
always find us ready, if necessary, to make any sacrifice called upon." 

STATEMENT FROM .MR. BUSCH. 
Mr. Adolphus Busch, the president of the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Asso· 

ciation, of St. Louis, Mo., has only recently arrived from Europe. Before 
leaving for home last night, Mr. Busch talked at length on the situation. 

"I should have remained in :Europe another month," said Mr. Busch, "had 
it not been for my interest in the repealing of the double wa.r tax now being 
levied by the Government on our industry. 

"Its enactment has proven a terrible hardship, and its continuance means 
general di;iaster to the brewing interests. 

"The original tax of $1 a barrel was in itself a war tax, imposed in 1861, and 
continued without any reduction up to the declaration of hostilities with 
Spain, when it was increased to $2 per barrel, just double the original tax, 
which means precisely 40 per cent of the general market price of beer. 

"When the original war tax: of $1 a barrel was inaugurated, thirty-nine 
years ago, beer was being sold for $18 per barrel. To-day beer is being sold 
at an average of $5 per barrel, and we pay $2 per barrel to the Government. 

"As a direct result of this excessively unfair burden of taxation, the pro
duction of beer decreased 1.000,000 barrels during the year 1899, a year of un
precedented and marvelous prosperity, and within the past seven months 
seventeen combinations have been made, consisting each of from three to 
twelve formerly prosperous breweries, forced to thus combine in order to 
save themselves from bankruptcy through this distressin~ and OJlpre sive 
double war tax. More are likely to follow, or suspend business altogether, 
unless immediate relief is afforded. 

"During the past year the production of beer has materi.ally increased, but 
what good does it do the brewer? None! A few-very few-have had a. 
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tr1filng profit, but the majority have either realized no profit at all or else 
continued business at a distinct loss, hoping and praying for the repeal of 
this ~inding double war tax. 

"'lake my own brewery, for instance. We brewed a. million barrels of 
beer this year, an increase of 100,000since1899, but with what profits? Mere1y 
nominal. Why? Because we have to keep the quality of beer up to the 
standard established by us and pay the Government $2 per barrel on each 
barrel brewed. This leaves the balance, $3 per barrel, to pay for hops, malt, 
barley, brewing, horses, feed, wagons, brewers, help, drivers, deliveries, ex
pressage, coal, ice, invested capital-in fact, everything-depreciation, losses, 
and wear and tear. 

"There is no chance for the brewers unless this double tax is reduced to $1 
per barrel. The present tax is a terrible burden, more than we can bear, 
and is crushing our business life out. We must have relief in order to exist. 
We are now paying to tbe Government $78,000,000yearly, or about one-fourth 
of the entire revenue collected by the Government. 

"The brewing industry is an American establishment, one of the in-eatest 
of all industries. Beer is the poor man's drink and a national beverage. It 
is by far the greatest of all temperance promoters. We give employment 
directly to over 900,000 men, and indirectly, through the farmers who grow 
the bops, malt, and cereals; the lumbermen, maltsters, coopers, blacksmiths, 
iron workers, builders, railroads, shipping, and general trades, to nearly 
3,000,000 men. 

"Our invested capital is $6.50,000,000. During the Senatorial investigation of 
last year 400 samples of American beer, ales, and porter were purchased in 
the open market, and under the analysis of the chemists of the Government, 
who analyzed these samples, only two samples of American be.er, ales, and 
porter were found to contain preservatives or adulterants, as against the 
wholesale preservatives and adulterations found in imported beers, ales, and 
porter. 

"American beers are the best in the world. Such an industry should be 
helped and not crushed as it is crushed. 

•·The brewers are patriotic. We are faithful citizens, willing to uphold 
the Government and to pay a tax of $1 per barrel, or about 20 per cent on the 
market price of our product, which would amount to about from $38,000,000 
to $-!0,000,000 a year. No industry can stand more than that percentage of 
taxation and exist. We have tried it for three years and know. But now 
the war with Spain is over, and we who have stood this double tax so uncom
plainingly and patriotically from out of our distre ses pray and hope for re
lief. The Government is getting all the profits now, and has been for three 
years. It is but fair, just, and equitable that we have a fair earning on our 
product, of which we are now deprived. 

"We are here to petition Congress and the Senate for relief, and hope for 
a successful consummation of our efforts." 

Also the following from the able pen of Col. Louis Schade, the 
veteran editor of the Washington Sentinel, probably the oldest 
and most influential Democratic paper sent to Congress, who 
makes the following able argument against the war tax in the 
last issue of his paper: 

Taxes collected beyond the needs of the Government are unnecessary, and 
unnecessary taxation is unjust. Brewers point to the fact that receipts for 
this year are $80,000,000 in excess of appropriations, and they were assured 
that when this condition was reached their industry would be relieved of its 
onerous burdens. Their case should receive first attention, because the old 
tax was in itself a war tax, and thus they are paying not merely a war tax, 
but a double war tax. 

Brewers invite attention to the fact that of the $210,000,000 collected under 
the war-revenue bill, beer has paid $75,000,000, or more than one-third of the 
whole. If any further argument were needed to show that their industry 
has borne more than its share of the expense entailed by the Spaniah war, it 
is found in the fact that the present beer tax represents two-fifths of the 
average selling price of a barrel of beer. Appeals for reduction in behalf of 
other articles affected by this bill are based on the ground that the tax is an
noying and burdensome. Their appeals would be entitled to consideration 
did they show anything approaching this presentation of the brewers' case. 

What a howl would be raised if a bottle of patent medicine retailing for a 
dollar were taxed 40 cents, or a telegram costing 25 cents was assessed 10 
cents, and other thlngs in the same :proportion. A moment's comparison 
should be sufficient to show any unpreJudiced person that the levy on beer 
is annoying, is burdensome, is costly, is unjust, and, what is more important 
still, is throttling the industry, hampering it.s growth, and killing one of the 
best revenue-producing articles on the Government's tax list. 

How long can a business subsist under such an impost? That this tax has 
been a millstone around its neck is proven by the decrease of 1,000,000 barrels 
in the consumption of beer during the past year, in the large number of sus
pensions in the same time, in the passing of dividends by the larger concerns 
engaged in the trade, and in many other ways. 

In the hope that the cessation of war would bring relief in a short time, 
brewers made no attempt to collect the tax, or any part of it, from their cus· 
tomers. This was notably the case with the Washington brewers. 

A continuation of the measure will make a change in this respect neces
sary. In all other cases the people have had to pay the tax. The people will 
have to pay this, too, before long. By people is meant the working classes. 
Is not the workingman taxed to the limit now? Of all business men, brewers 
alone have voluntarily undertaken to assume these charges. They have done 
so upon the strength of promises made them. When those promises a.re un
fulfilled it is not in human nature to expect that they will continue to do so. 

The Spanish war is over. The prolongation of the war tax, not for the 
object for which it was levied, but to provide means to carry out a ship-suh
sidy bill or to build the Nicaragua Canal, is a violation of the ~ood faith of 
the Government. If Congress in its wisdom shall decree the passage of these 
measures, the first of which will entail an estimated expenditure of $'9,000,000 
a year for thirty years and the second a gross cost of $150,000,000, spread over 
a period of years, brewers will not object. 

They ask, however, that the war tax shall be wiped out, as the occasion 
which called it into existence has disappeared. And then, if money is re· 
quired for the defense of our new possessions, to extend trade, or to build up 
a merchant marine, wl1 ich are all matters foreign to the Rpanish war, let it be 
provided in new legislation, let there be a rearrangement of our sources of 
revenue, placing the cost equitably on all. It is unfair that revenues raised 
for war purposes should be continued after the war has ceased and used to 
furnish means to carry out projects not contemplated when the extraordi
nary levy wac; made. It is not merely unfair, it is dishonest. Brewers ask 
only for justice. Are they entitled to it? 

Also the following letters, among others, from residents of my 
Congressional district: 

NEW YORK, Decembe1· 6, 1900. 
MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I am very much interested in the bill now 

pending in Congress known as the war-tax bill, to the end that this tax be 
either abolished or else greatly reduced, I having paid in war taxes from 

December 1, 1899, to December 1, 1900, $850.50, which, in addition to my State 
license, makes a total tax of $1,600. 

I find that if this tax continues upon me for the next year I will be driven 
out of my present business and will be forced to support my wife and family 
at whatever business I can get for a day's pay. 

I hope and urge that you will exert all your energies and influence to the 
end that the present war taxes be abolished, or so reduced that men in my 
business will be able to make a living. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, FRED. SCHWTE"FERT, 
91 Avenue D, Neto York City, Manhattan. 

Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
Congressman Eleventh Congressional District, New York City. 

NEW YoRK, Decembe1· 11, 1900. 
DEAR Sr&: I, the undersigned, as a constituent of the Congressional district 

represented by you, respectfully request yon to kindly use all of your influ
ence toward having the so-called beer war tax reduced. 

The reason that I petition you in this matter is that as far as we, the citi
zens of the United States, are aware there is no war existing at the present 
time, and it seems rather unjust that the so-called war tax should be main
tained. 

Furthermore, the expense thrown upon the dealers is extremely heavy; 
in fact, practically deprives me of making a living under the existing cir
cumstances. 

Trusting that you will do all you possibly can to have this tax repealed, 
I remain, respectfully, yours, 

CARL KIRSH.MANN. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 

Member of United States Congress, Washington, D. C. 

NEW YORK, December 11, 1900. 
MY DEAR SIR: The writer, having been a resident for over thirty years in 

this district, and dom~ business at No. 520 Sixth street, asks one fav01· from 
your honor, and that lS that you use all your power to abolish the war tax 
on beer. By doing this you will bestow upom me one great favor. and in the 
future if I can at any time return such favor, why, I shall only be too glatl 
to return same. 

Hoping and trusting that you will do all in your power to abolish that 
war tax. 

I remain, very truly, PETER KAEMP.ll,, 

Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 
520 Sixth Street, New York Oity. 

NEW YORK, December 11, 1900. 
DEAR Sm: Am one of your constituents. I ask you to use your endeavors 

to have the tax on beer reduced as low as possible. The war is over, and I 
think the present rate is exorbitant. Thanking you for any trouble you 
may take in the matter, I remain, 

Respectfully, yoru·s, 
JOE FUGER. 

Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 

NEw YORK, December 12, 1900 .. 
DEAR Sm: I write you to enlist your distinguished efforts in a ca.use 

which is of vital interest to myself and to the rest of yoni· constituents, a.nd 
that is the removal of the war tax on beer. I am a saloon keeper, and had at 
the time this tax was levied a small business, which fa a very modest way 
supplied the needs of myself and family. The levy of this tax has now d&
prived me of the little I had, and with all others in my position are being 
slowly but surely being driven to the wall. .. 

Beer as a commodity has been made the target for unjust taxation, both 
Federal and State, until now the retailer finds it taxed 100 per cent. The 
predominant party has always found a safe avenue for revenue by adding 
another burden to the back of the liquor dealer, and this last tax is to the 
small dealer the straw which will break his back. 

A continuance of this tax either drives the honest man from business or 
forces him to those methods which bas so besmirched the name of a legiti
mate business. 

You are asked in the name of tax oppressed and for the sake of public 
morals to remove a burden so unjust, and which leaves a self-resoecting 
man to chose between financial or moral ruin. -

Your ea.rnest effort and your vote are confidently asked for this purpose. 
Respectfully, yours, 

FRITZ BOHNER, 

Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
27 Ffrst Avenue, Neto York. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

3'>.A E.AST ELEVENTH STREET, NEW YORK CITY, 
December 1.5, 1900. 

MY DEAR Sm: I wish to inform you that nearly all of the saloonkeepers, 
including myself, of your district desire you to put before Honse this bill to 
drop the war tax on liquors, as the war is over and we do not wish to pay 
any more war tax. 

WBen you recall that there are many poor people in your district, I am 
sure that you will endeavor to furnish your valuable services. I am a leading 
Italian citizen in your district, and they have requested me to ask you to put 
this bill though. 

Wishing you success in passing same, and thanking you for your past favor, 
with highest respects, I am, 

Yours, truly, 
FRANK SETARO. 

Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield the remainder of my 
timetomycolleague [Mr.GAINES]. Wehave,:Ithink, ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are ten minutes remaining on that 
side. 

[Mr. GAINES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, in the beginning of the year 

1898 the nation found itself entering upon a foreign war. It was 
not a war of defense, nor yet a war of conquest, but a war volun
tarily assumed in the cause of humanity. Centuries of Spanish 
misrule in Cuba had aroused the indignation of the American 



312 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. DECEMBER 14, 

people. Outrages continued and that promised to be continued 
against the unhappy inhabitants of that neighboring isle had at 
la:;t exhausted all patience and resulted in a demand for their 
immediate cessation. 

The tragic fate of our splendid battle ship, the Maine, and her 
brave crew, sunken while on a friendly visit in the harbor of Ha· 
bana, had lighted such a flame of resentment in the popular heart 
that diplomacy ceased to have any office and was followed by a 
hot and hasty call to arms. War was declared, armies were or
ganized, battle ships and cruisers assembled in answer to the peo
ple ·s call. It was essentially and characteristically a people's war, 
in which party lines were obliterated, sectional strife buried, and 
common cause made against a common foe. 

Under these circumstances there devolved upon the representa
tives of the people the duty of providing the sinews of war; for 
war is costly, not only of life and blood but of treasure, and the 
equipment of a peace establishment is wholly unfitted to deal with 
the problems that war presents. It was not because of any weak
ness in our then existing revenue system that legislation was 
demanded in order to meet war expenditures. The Federal 
Treasmy was then, owing to Republican legislation and Repub
lican administration, in a healthy con di ti on. It was fully equipped 
to meet all the demands, current and future, that might be made 
upon it under normal conditions. 

During the preceding Administration, which was Democratic, 
the country had experienced an era of extraordinary commercial 
and industrial depression. That state of things the Democratic 
party ascribed to the refusal upon the part of Congress to depre
ciate our currency and to engage in the wild attempt to create 
values bylaw. The Republican party, on the other hand, ascribed 
it to the operation of a tariff system that provided nei.ther reve
nues for the Treasury nor protection for our capital and our labor. 

Pursuant to their theory, immediately upon their accession to 
power they wrnte upon the statute book a new tariff law, drawn 
along Republican lines, looking toward the protection of the peo
ple's Treasury and the protection of the people's industries. That 
law was enacted in 1897 and was known by the name of its riow 
lamented author, as the Dingley law. 

For many months prior to its enactment, in anticipation thereof 
and for the purpose of escaping the duties that would be imposed 
thereby, lai·ge importations were made. Tbe effect of these im
portations was to postpone the effective operation of the law 
until these importations should have been exhausted. 

In the month of January, 1898, a surplus came into view. In 
February there was an actual surplus of $2,000,000. In .March 
there were large war expenditures, but, deducting these, there 
was a surplus for that month almost equal to that of the preced
ing month, so that in the absence of war, upon the basis of a peace 
establishment, no one doubted that from that time forward the 
Treasury would be able to meet all legitimate demands that could 
be made upon it; and so results have proved. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Dingley law was made for peace and 
not for war; hence the necessity arose for the passage of new rev
enue legislation to meet the emergency. It is proper to say just 
here, in passing, that all things then combined to lighten the an
ticipated burdens of such legislation. Under the stimulus of a 
wise protective tariff industry had revive-d, capital had forsaken 
its hiding places, manufactures :flourished, wages were increased, 
our foreign trade was assuming tremendous proportions, and we 
had entered upon a career of unbounded prosperity. 

I do not mean to say, Mr. Chairman, that these fortunate cir
cumstances were at all essential to reconcile the people to accept 
the burdens of war taxation. They would have been willingly 
assumed under any circumstances by a patriotic people who have 
always held their national honor as cheaply bought at any expense, 
however great, whether of money or of blood. 

Pursuant to the duty that devolved upon it, Congress passed a 
war-revenue law, the law of June 13, 1898, in the modification of 
which we are now engaged. .. 

That law was regarded by common consent as an emergency 
law. It was not the intention upon the part of anyone that it 
should remain permanently upon the statute books. But its op
eration was not limited as to time. That was to depend upon the 
life of the emergency, and it was not anticipated that it would 
necessarily cease to operate upon the termination of hostilities. 
It was intended to cover the expenses of the war and its conse
quences, so that the ordinary revenues might be left free to meet 
the ordinary demands. 

In reporting that law to the House the then chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means used this language: 

While all of these additional taxes are war taxes, which would be natu
rally repealed or modified when the necessities of war and the payment of 
war expenses have ceased. yet it is impossible now to place a limit on them. 
not o:nly for the reason that no one can intelligently forecast the length of 
the war, but also for the r eason that war always brings a train of extraordi
nary expenditureswhichdo not terminate with the close of actual hostilities. 

This law thus reported provided for the raising of moneyin the 
only two ways that it could be raised-by taxation and by bor-

rowing-the one, if need be, to supplement the other. By its terms 
it imposed duties upon articles of voluntary consumption, or on 
articles or objects that would make such taxation fall mainly 
upon persons able to contribute to the national defense. It was 
expected that it would realize from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000 a 
year. It was modeled in part upon the internal-revenue legisla
tion of the civil war, and was capable of administration by the ex
isting machinery of the revenue department. That law has vin
dicated the wiEdom and the foresight of its authors. I have here 
in my band a statement showing the receipts from the war-reve
nue act from June 13, 1898, to June 30, 1900, furnished by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. It is as follows: 

Receipts Recei-pts dur- Receipts dur-
from J nne · th fi 1 · th fi - ' T t 1 13 to July 1 mg e sea mg e sc;;u o a. 

1898. ' year 1899. year 1900. 

Schedule A--··--------- Si2!,073.!J4 ~.61 ,081.20 $36,416,082.11 $75,758,237.25 
Schedule B---------·--- 70,343. 66 5,219, 737. 46 4, 5!8,283. 19 9, 838,36!. 31 
Beer_-----_--·---------· 2, 0'23, 747. 66 31, 09.1, 138. 38 33, 431, 2".?1. 65 66, 5-18, 107. 69 
Special taxes ...... ·---- 46, 973.00 5,370, 9il.80 4,8!4, 7-13. 97 10, 262,65.9. 77 
Tobacco---·· · ____ ·-··-- 367,639.64 14,226, 994.63 16, 738,622.13 31, 3:J3,256.40 
Snuff_----- ------------- 18,361. 00 875, 898. 72 895,045. 07 1, 7 '9, 30!. 82 
Cigars---·· ---·---.----- llO, 268.16 2, 717, 851. 3-i 3, 189, 764.14 6, 017, 883. 64 
Cigarettes ____ -------·-- 39,090. 29 1, 40°2, 8:!8.18 1,3.'!0,394. 72 2, 7G:!,313.19 
Legacies.-----_ --- ------ --·--- _ --···· 1, 23.5, 435. 25 2, 884,491. 55 4, lHl, 926. 80 
Excise tax. ___ ...... ____ ··-- ----- .... 643,446. 41 1,079,405. 14 1, 7:!"J,851.55 
Mixed ttour -----·--···· ·-·-······-·· 7,W>.ru 7,439.40 15,280.08 
Additional taxes on 

tobacco and beer--·- 9,9-15.13 9!7,42!.37 18,73-!.82 9i6,10!.32 

Total. ______ ---··· 3, 410, 442.51 102,359, 618. 36 105,374, 2"37. 9.3 211, 144,288.82 

It will be observed that from the time of its passage until June 
30, 1900, it has raised the sum of over $211,000,000. But, while I 
give credit to the law for its efficiency, I ought to say in pa sing 
that never during all its lifetime, unless possibly within the last 
few months, bas it produced sufficient revenue to meet all war 
expenses. Even with this law upon the statute books it has been 
necessary from time to time to ask relief from the revenues col
lected under the provisions of the Dingley law. 

But the time has now arrived when the emergency to meet 
which this law was enacted bas ceased in part, though not alto· 
gether, to exist, and when it becomes proper, therefore, that there 
should be some modification of its terms. It can not now be re
pealed as a whole, because the train of extraordinary expenditures 
which do not terminate with the close of actual hostilities still 
exists and must be- provided for. Two questions present them
selves for answer. First, how much revenue can be spared; and, 
second, what subjects can be exempted in whole or in part from 
taxation. 

Now it will be conceded by every fair-minded man that the de
termination of these questions furnishes a nice and a difficult task. 
It will be conceded also, I think, that no committee of this House 
is clothed with such an unerring judgment as to be able to report 
a bill that would satisfy everybody. The interests involved are 
varied and multiplied. In the hearings that were had before the 
Ways and Means Committee each particular interest insisted that 
it was the most grievously and most unjustly burdened and was 
entitled to the first relief. 

It goes without saying, therefore, that your committee could 
not satisfy all. All that your committee can claim, and all that 
it does claim, is that it has given to this subject serious and con 
scientious consideration, has endeavored to do justice to all as it 
was given to it to see justice, and that it believes now, after all 
the discussion that has been had, that the bill reported is the best 
bill that could have been reported, and that it ought to be adopted 
by this House. 

Now, as to the first question, How much revenue can we spare? 
As to this, up to a certain point, we all agree. We all agree that 
we can not repeal the law. We all agree that we can not remove 
all the taxes. At that point, however, we part company. The 
minority of the Ways and Means Committee say reduce taxation 
870,000,000. Some other party says $60,000,000. Another party 
says850,000,000. Your committee has reported in favor of $40,000,-
000, although their first judgment was that taxation ought not to 
be reduced to exceed $30,000,000. 

All these various figures are determined from the standpoint, 
not of public, but of personal interest. Each man wants to save 
his own particular industry. One man says. "Do not remove the 
taxes or stamp duties from checks. They do nobody any harm. 
They are easily collected, and they result in a large revenue.' 
Another man says, "Take them off. They are exceedingly vexa
tious. They result in multiplied losses, great and small. Let them 
be removed. '' One man says, "Remove the tax from bank capital 
and surplus. It is an unjust discrimination." Another says," Let 
it remain . . The banks are not suffering. They haye not cut their 
dividends. They are able to and ought to be made to pay." 

One lllan says, Take the duty off from transactions on the stock 
exch~nge; it is unjust to segregate them and treat them unhke 
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other similar transactions." His neighbor says: "Why, it would 
not be safe to go to the country with a bill exempting from taxa
tion 'puts' and 'calls' and imaginary sales and the gambling in 
Wall street and elsewhere." So it goes, and so arises the differ
ences of opinion as to how much there ought to be of tax reduc
tion. 

Now, in this diversity of opinion, in this confusion worse con
founded of reasoning, is there no arbiter to whom we can go and 
upon whose judgment we can rely for a safe decision? I answer 
ye.s; there is. Under our system the financial administration of 
the Government is in trusted to the SecretaTy of the Treasury, and 
the law impo. es upon him the duty of furnish ing information to 
CongTess. Under our system the Constitution provides that the 
President 'shall from time to time give to Congress information 
as to the state of the Union, and Tecommentl to theiT considera
tion such measun:s as he shall judge necessary and expedient." 

I am not arguing that the opinion of either the President or of 
the Secretary of the Treasury is not subject to review by Congress, 
or that they ought not in proper cases to be set aside. I am sim
ply arguing that in the multiplicity and diversity of opinions upon 
a question of finance in this House of 357 members, none of whom 
is charged with special financial responsibility, knowledge, or ex
perience, it would be the part of wisdom to hearken to the views 
of these public officers, upon whom responsibility does rest and 
who are eminently fitted by theiT experience and environment to 
arrive at a right judgment. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is a .financier of life1ong experi
ence. Amongst financiers he is regarded as an authority. In 
character, in good judgment, in the successful adminis tration of 
his Department, he will be rated as the peer of any of his gTeat 
predece£sors. The wisdom and patriotism of the Pre3ident of the 
United States, his lengthy experience m public life, the responsi
bility of his great office-all these combine to render bis conclu
sions worthy ot commanding respect. Now, what do these gen
tlemen say officially as to the reduction of taxation? 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in the first place, points out the 
uncertainty, from time to time, of receipts and disbursements. He 
says: 

The Treasurer calls attention to the marked irregularity in the receipts 
and expenditul'es, pointing out that while in July, 1899, there was a deficiency 
of .506,832.28, in June, l!lru, a surplus of ''17,895,158.Siiwas realized 'fhe gre:.it
est difference between income and outgo on any one day was $4.,047 39ti.05 in 
favor of the Treasury. The corresponding maximum deficiency was $2,31 .-
621.42. In the face of such wide fluctuations the necessity for ample available 
reserves is apparent. 

Then, having in mind these uncertainties and the responsibility 
of bis position, he makes a recommendation with respect to the 
reduction of war revenues. He says: 

From the estimates of receipts and expenditures for the fiscal year 1902 
there promises to be an excess of receipts to the amount of $26,000,000. It is 
hardly necessary to point out that estimates are at best approximate. Exi
~encies in the public service which can not be anticipated may require expend
itures not contemplated. Congressional appropriations, extraordinary in 
character, or failures to realize fully estimated revenues, are also influences 
which may operate seriously to derange all advance calculations. A con
servativemargin should, therefore, be reserved in forecasting definite results 
based on hypothetical calculations. 

An annual excess in receipts over expenditures is the best indorsement of 
the national m·edit, while a deficit is a depressing factor in public finance. It 
has been our 'vise policy in the past to reduce the public debtin time of peace. 
and to this good policy may be attributed, to a high degree, the low rates of 
interest, hitherto unprecedented, which now attach to our Go-n,rnment debt 
obligations. It is true that for a period of six years, from 1 94 to l '99, ir..clu
sive, annual deficits appeared; but it may be hoped that this was a temporary 
interruption to a history of twenty-eight yea.rs, when each year showed 
annual expenditures less than annual revenues. 

The operation of the act of February 25, 18ti:3, providing for a sinking fnnd , 
contemplates the payment or purchase and cancellation of substantially 
$50.000,000 annually of our intere t-bearing- debt obligations. Owing to the 
unfavorable conditions in the Treasury during the six years just referred 
to, the sinking fund was entirely neglected. 

In the absence of any expression to the c»ontrary, it may be safely assumed 
that it is the desire of Congress to observe faithfully the general require
ments of the sinking-fund act, and to provide r evenue sufficient to meet the 
charges thus imposed upon the Government. The present and prospective 
ea.qy condition of the Treasury justifies the belief that the sinking-fund re
quirement can be met, both for the current fiscal year and for the next fiscal 
year, and still permit a moderate reduction in taxes impo ed by the war
revenue act. A reduction to the amount of 530,000,000 is therefore recom
mended to the consideration of the present Congress. 

And the President of the United States, in his message to Con
gress, says: 

I recommend that the Congress at its present session reduce the internal
revenue taxes imposed to meet the expenses of the war with Spain in the 
sum of SJ0,000,000. This reduction should be secured by the remL ion of 
those taxes which experience has shown to be the most burdensome to the 
industries of the people. 

It appears, therefore, that the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
President of the United States, both speaking under official re
sponsibility and after a thorough examination of the subject, have 
determined that tax reduction ought to be had to the amount of 
830,000,000 only. 

But gentlemen say,'' The Secretary has given us the figures for 
1900, rnol, and 1902, and we are unable to see how he arrives at a 
surplus of only $26:000,000 in 1902;" and therefore he must be 
wrong. Well, if his figures are wrong, it must be either because 

for some undisclosed purpose of bis own he is seeking to deceive 
the Congress or because he is incompetent to arrive at a correct 
conclusion. 

I assume that no man on this floor will assert the truth of either 
of these propositions. Every presumption is in favor of the hon
esty of the Secretary, of his competency, and of the correctnessof 
his figures. It is because gentlemen make wrong assumptions 
and pursue wrong methods that they and the Secretary do not 
agree. For example, one gentleman takes the surplus of 1900, 
S O,U00,000, and that of 1901, $80,000,000; he then figures out a 
surplus of $126,000,000 for 1902; adds these all together and makes 
a surplus forl902 of $286,000,000. 

But the fallacy of his position lies in the fact that surpluses are 
not carried from year to year, but disposed of as they arise. To 
do otherwise would be poor financiering, and not in accordance 
with Republican policy. What the net balance in the Treasury 
may be at any time is not gauged by the surplus. For example, 
the net balance in the Treasury on the 5th day of l\Iarch, 1897, 
when the Republican party became responsible for the adminis
tration of the Government, was $212,000,000, less gold reserve, 
8100,000,000, leaving the net cash in the Treasury 8112,000,000. 
On yesterday, according to the daily report issued by the Depart
ment, the net cash in the Treasury was s1:3s,uoo,ooo, or only 
$20,000,000 more than on March 5, 1897, notwithstanding the 
accruing in the meantime of several surpluses. 

It would be easy to trace t.he disposition of the surplus bad we 
the books of the Treasury and the requisite time. A glance at the 
last report; of the Secretary of the Treasury will furnish some 
suggestions in this direc~on. For instance, since the passage of 
the currency 1aw of last MaTch $50,000,0UO has been transferred 
to the reserve fund to make the8150,000 000 prescribed by the law. 
And I have here a statement. furnished by the Secretary of the 
Treaeury, which shows how much he has spent in the purchase 
and redemption of the interest-bearing debt, including redemption 
of bonds issued to the Pacific railroads, since March 4, 1897. 

I will not stop to go into the figures. Suffice it to say that of 
the 4 per cent loan of 1907, the 5 per cent loan of 1904, the funded 
loan of 1891, and the Pacific Railroad bonds redeemed we have 
an expenditure amounting to 886,716 562. And when you add to 
that the premiums paid in the exchange of bonds under the act of 
March 14, 1900, thus reducing the principal of the outstanding 
bonded indebtedness $:36,000,000 and more, you have a total 
expended by the Secretary since the 4th day of March, 1897, of 
$122,826,083. I insert here the statement in detail: 
Statement slwicing the purchases and redemptions of the interest-bearing debt, 

including 1'edemptions of bonds issued to Pacific railt-oads, since March, 4, 
1897. 

Four per cent loan of 1907, purchased ____ .--·-------- ____ ------------ $14,310, 3iiO 
Five per cent loan of 190-i, purcha.<>ed ______ -------- ------ ------ ------ 4, 000,300 
Funded loan of 1891, redeemed ______ ---------------------------- .. ••· 23,410,400 

42, 'ill, 050 
Pacific railroad bonds, redeemed-------·---- __ ,, __ ---·--·--------·-- 44,008,512 

Tot.al. ____ ---- ___ ,._------------_----- ________ ·-----·------------- 86, 719,562 
Premiums paid in the exchange of bonds under the act of March 

14.1900, thus reducing the principal of the outstanding bonded 
indebtedness - --·-- ------ ------ - - ·--- ----. ·-. ---- ---- ---- -------- ---- as, 106,521 

Total------------------------------------··-·------------ ________ 122, 826,083 
•And I insert also another statement showing the saving to the 

Government in refunding to November 30, 19UO, inclusive. 

Issue. Amount re- Saving in Premium Net sav-
funded. interest. paid. ing. 

Threes of 1908 ------ ____ ·--- ______ ~.091,700 $6,767,MS S!,621,027 $2,148,518 
Fours of 1907 _______ -------------- 219, 779, 950 31, 456, 9:J) 25,355,089 6,101,841 
FivesoflOOi ._. ___ .... ·----------- 63,0i2,100 6,~,212 6,130,4-00 857,807 

Total-------·-·····--··---·- 364, 9-!3, 750 45,212,687 36,106,521 9,106,166 

In brief, then, the surpluses of preceding years must be elim· 
inated from our calculation of the Treasury resources of 1902. 
Som:e of such surpluses may be carried into that year, but they 
may not be. This uncertainty eliminates them, therefore, neces
sarily, as a basis of and a factor in permanent legislation. 

Again take the basis on which the minority of the committee 
dispute the Secretary's conclusions. They say that the Secretary 
calculates upon an addition to the. revenues of 1902 to the extent 
of $25,000,000, and that this must be taken into account. But this 
$25,000,000 is the customary advance expected to be realized year 
by year from the growth of the country. The same causes that 
produce this add to the expenditures, and so the one, as a matter 
of experience, offsets the other, and both must be eliminated from 
calculation. 

But they say "The surplus of 1901 amounts to $80,000,000; the 
expenditures of 1902 will be the same as the expenditures of 1901, 
and therefore the surplus of $80,000,000 ought to be added to the 
Secretary·s surplus of $26,000,000, making a surplus of $106,000,-
000." But there are two apparent fallacies in that argument. In 
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the first place, it is apparent that the exp.enditures for 190~ will 
be largely in excess of those of 1901. But m the next place, if the 
surplus is $80,000,000, then the Secretary is wrong, and you can 
not add the $80,000,000 to his 826,000,000. The surplus will be 
only·· O 000,000, and deducting from that $40,000,000 of taxes that 
we now'take off, you will have remaining a surplus of only $40,-
000 000. As this is exclusive of the sinking fund , the $50,000,000 
which under the la.wis due to it, you have, instead of a surplus of 
$40,000,000, a .deficit of 810,000,000. 

Now this assault is made upon the Secretary s figures because 
they a~e based upon an a.ssumption that Congress will appropri
ate the amount of the estimates; and it is said that Congress never 
does so appropriate. Conceding that to be true for the sake of 
argument, how much will Congress appropriate? Ca;n anyone 
name the fi!!'ures? Is not the final result an uncertamty and a 
piece of gue~swork? And is it not b~tter to have a surplus than 
a deficit-to realize money from taxation rather than from bonds? 

But it by no means follow~ that if Co?gress fa;ils to appropriate 
the amount of the estimates m the first mstance 1t may not finally 
appropriate their amount, or even mor~, when defici~n?y appro
priations are made. Regular and deficiency appropriations must 
be added together to get true results: . . . 

Nor does it follow that Congress mll mvariably appropriate less 
than the estimates. I have here a statement of estimates, appro
priations, and expendit~es, in~ludin~ postal ~ervi?e, for the fiscal 
yeai·s 1894to1902, inclusive, which I will publ1;Sh with my remarks. 
This statement shows that in five out of eight years Congress 
appropriated more than was called for ):>Y the es~imat~s. . 

But, Mr. Chairman, have gentlemen mcludecl m their estimates 
the extraordinary expenses which theGovernmentmustmeet dur
ing 1902? Have they gauged the amount of a ri~er and harbor 
bill· and if so how much have they allowed for it? Have they 
inciuded the e~penses of armor plate, the resumption of work in 
the naval establishments of the country, the completion of the 
vessels already authorized, and the cost of others that .are to be 
provided for? If so, how much do they allow for these items? 

Have they allowed anything for th~ s~bsid~, so called, to ou.r 
merchant marine in case we pass the sh1ppmg bill? Has the possi
bility of a Pacifi~ cable ever crossed their visi_on? . Has the possi
bility of the Nicaragua Canal ever entered their m~ds as .a fact?r 
of expense? Do they ~agine that ~he y~ar.1902 will pass mto hls
tory without anyprovlSlon for pubhc bmldings, so .long neg~ected 
to be provided for by Congress? Have they taken mto considera
tion. in these days of the happening of the unexpe?ted, the various 
contingencies that ~ay arise, ~ot .only from busmess changes at 
home but from possible comphcahons abroad? . 

f?uppose, for example, that the co~tention of gentlemen on the 
other side of the House should prevail, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States should decide that the Constitutio~ follows.the 
fiaa-howmuchofunlawfuldutieshavebeencollectedmtheUmted 
st:tes and in the ports of Porto Rico? ~ow much of illegitin;i~te 
and unlawful duties have been collected m the ports of the Philip
pines from exports to them,. and in the p_orts of the United States 
from imports from these islands? Will not all the unlawful 
duties have to be refunded from the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And the Hawaiian Islands as 
well. 

Mr. DALZELL. And the Hawaiian Islands as well. What 
will the amount be? Where shall the money come from to answer 
these demands? . 

But Mr. Chairman aside from all that it is the policy-theRe
publidan policy-to r~duce the national debt and to maintain a 
strong and powerful Treasury. The latt~r is much more to us in 
the interests of peace than fleets and ar~rns. . 

That nation commands most respect m the councils of the na
tions that has the most available monetary strength to meet any 
contingencies that may arise. The Army, the Navy, the Treas
ury-these are the arms of our defense, but ~he most potent of 

- them all is the Treasury. Better $100,000,000 m the vaults of the 
Treasury, at a cost of $2,000,000 annually, than two regiments of 
soldiers, which will cost as much. 

Have gentlemen taken into consideration as a possible cause ?f 
complications the fact that we have three hundred and forty-six 
millions of greenbacks, sixty-odd millions of Treasu!y n.otes, a.nd 
nearly six hundred millions of silver, all to be mamtamed at a 
parity, with a gold reserve of only $150,000,000? 

I conclude, therefore, l\fr. Chairman, and I do not mean to con
sume any more time on this proposition-I conclude that for the 
reasons stated, upon the figures furnished, from any and e7er.y 
point of view, the conclusion of the Secretary o~ the ~reasury is 
unassailable, and that it would have been a wise pohcy on the 
part of the Committee on Ways and Means to have reported the 
bill r educing war taxation only to the extent of $30,000,UOO. 

But we have exceeded that sum. We have proposed a reduc
tion in this bill of $4-0,000,000. And why? We did it as a conces
sion to members of this body. We did it as a concession to our 

colleagues, who demanded further reductions in .the interests of 
a certain particular industry in their various districts, and as it 
was a concession on our part I wish to say that in justice and fair
ness concessions are now due to us. 

Let us go no further in reductions. Let us stop right here. 
Let us adopt the bill as reported by the Committee on Ways and 
.Means and not put in peril the future of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 can not stop to dwell at any length in 
answer to the second question, What subjects may we exempt, 
in whole or in part, frqm taxation under the operations of this 
law? 

On that question I could not if I would add anything to the 
clear and exhaustive treatment that the subject has already re
ceived from the honored chairman of our committee [Mr. PAYNE]. 
We have s·ought to remove the most vexatious taxes and those 
that imposed most heavily upon the individual citizen. We have 
sought to remove the taxes that most often remind him that he is 
a taxpayer. There is necessarily some difference of opinion 
amongst the members of this House as to certain particular items. 
I have already mentioned some-bank checks, bank capital, ex
change sales-but I apprehend that they are not at all material 
and that they will not in the end influence a single vote upon the 
passage of this bill. 

There is one subject, however, about which there seems to be 
some considerable feeling and views of an extreme character, and 
that is the subject of the reduction of the tax on beer. 

.Now, Mr. Chairman, when this bill was originally framed by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, as they understood that they 
were confined to a reduction of $30,000,000, no exemption was pro 
vided for upon beer. They thought that that was a popular tax 
a tax approved by the American peopl~, a tax upon an indus~ry 
that could well bear it, and therefore it was allowed to remam 
but, as I said only a moment ago, the committee were ind~ced ~ 
make concessions, and at the instance of our colleagues m this 
House we added to the tax reduction in the interest of the brew 
ers s10,ooo,ooo. 

In mv judgment that tax ought not to be reduced another dol 
lar. In my judgment its reduction by a single dollar will render 
this bill unsatisfactory to and unpopular with the great masses 
of the American people. Furthermore, I have never yet heard a 
single good and sufficient reason given why the tax on beer should 
be further reduced. 

What are the reasons? First, they say it is a double war tax 
Well, it is nothing of the kind. They say because during the 
civil war a tax of 61 a barrel was imposed on beer, therefore the 
tax imposed by the act of 1898 is a double war tax. But the tax 
imposed during the civil war has remained for thirty-five years 
and has become a peace tax by the unanimous judgment and 
approval of the people of the United States. . .. 

Is there a man living who assumes for a moment the poss1bi11ty 
of our taking all the tax off beer? Why, beer is a legitimate sub 
ject of taxation in every country in the world where there is any 
beer and the man does not live and the child is not yet born who 
will 'see this tax entirely removed by the Congress of the United 
States. So there is nothing in that reason. 

Then, in the second place, they say that the tax has decrea.sed 
production. I deny it. I submit froI? the books of the Commis 
sioner of Internal Revenue the followmg: 
Statement showi ng numbe1· of barrels of bee1· p1·oduced, number of barrel$ ex

ported tax free, and number of barrels upon which ta-:i; was paid during each 
of the ten fiscal years beginning July 1, 1889, and ending June SO, 1900. 

Year. Produced. E~o~~~~ I Tax paid._ 

Ban· els. 
1 90 . ...........••••.•••••••••••.•.•••••••••••• 27, 561,944 
J89L . . ..........••.•.•• --··- ••..•• ----·- •••••. 30, 497, 209 
1892 . -- ··-. --·-- - -• ··- - --··· - --· ·- -- ·--- - --·-· 31, 856, 626 
1 93 . • -. ··-. -.. ·- - --··- - -.... - -··-· ------ - --·-- 3-i, 591, 179 
1894. - -···- - ----- --··--. --·-- --··-- ·-···- ----·- 33, 362,373 
1895. - -···-. - ··-- - ----- - -•.•• - -·-·- - - ·-·- - --·-· 33, 58!), 784 
1896 . - --·-· --···- - --·-- --· ·-- - - ·--- ------ --· .•. 35, 859, 250 
1897 - - --·-- - • ·-- - -- ·-·- - -- ·-- ·----- - ---·- - - ·--- 34, (82, 822 
1898. - -··-- --··-· ---··- --··-· -- ···- - --·-- ·--·-· 37, 529,339 
1899. - --··· - ---·- --·--- --··-- ---·-- --···· ---·-· 36, 697, 634: 
1900. - -• ·-- - -• ··- -- • ··- --··-- ·- •••• - --··- - -- ••. 00, 486, 715 

Barrel$. 
----·i9;oi7· 

38, 790 
36,862 
27,590 
28, 373 
33, 152 
39 728 
36'.<m 

116, 520 
155,605 

Barrels. 
27,561,944 
30, 478.19•J 
31,817,836 
3-i, 554:, 31837 
33,334:, 7 
33,561,411 
35,826,098 
3-i, 423, 094: 
37,400,306 
36,581, 114 
39,331,110 

It is apparent from these figures that beer production has had 
its ups and downs, year in and year o?t, without regard to tax. It . 
is further apparent that the .product10n for 1900 was .the largest 
in its history, showing an mcrease over the precedmg year of 
2 750 000 barrels. When you tell me that the brewers are opera
ting ~ta loss and yet have increased their production so enor
mously, you make a draft on m.y credulity that must go to protest, 
for I certainly shall no~ honor it. · . 

So, there is nothir€ in the second reason assigned. 
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Then, again, they say the beer tax is too high. Why, it is not 
to be compared with the tax on whisky. It is not to be compared 
with the tax on wines. The tax on whisky is $34.10 per barrel. 
The tax on light wines amounts to $2.48 a barrel, while the tax 
on beer under this bill is only $1.60 a barrel. And so there is 
nothing in that reason. Whisky and wines and beers all belong 
in the same class of luxuries. Again, the brewers say they pay 
all the tax. No; they do not say that now. They did say that at 
the outstart, but it did not stand the test of cross-examination; 
and if I had the time I would read to you the testimony of the 
brewers themselves, taken before the Ways and .Means Commit
tee, which shows that the tax is distributed amongst the brewers, 
the dealers, and the consumers. And so there is nothing in that 
reason. 

They say that this is a heavy tax upon the small brewers. But 
no small brewer has appeared before the Ways and Means Com
mittee; no consumer of beer has been beard by tha~ committee, 
either by delegation, in person, or by letter. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
The UHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

yield? 
Mr. DALZELL. I do. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not true that the gentlemen who ap

pearnd before the Ways and Means Committee in behalf of the 
brewing industry practically represented 95 per cent of all the 
brewers in the country? And is it not true that among that 95 
per cent are included nearly every small brewery in the country? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no doubt that all the small breweries 
that have been absorbed by the great breweries were represented 
upon that delegation; but the ~mall brewers outside have made 
DO complaint, and when these gentlemen attribute to this tax the 
absorption of these small breweries by large breweries my answer 
is that their absorption is only in response to a universal law-the 
law of industrial evolution, the law that applies to modern enter
prises and centers in great combinations the capital necessary to 
carry on great modern enterprises. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me again to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
l\lr, BAR THO LDT. Will my friend from Pennsylvania kindly 

cite a single instance in which a small brewery has been absorbed 
by a large one? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know anything about it except what 
those gentlemen said to us. Gentlemen who appeared before the 
Ways and .Means Committee declared that the effect of this tax 
was to drive the small breweries into the grasp of the great brew
eries, and if the gentleman will read that testimony he will find 
that my declaration is exactly correct. 

Now, I have not any more time; I have only a moment more 
left, and I must abandon this subject. 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, that in our patriotic endeavor to 
lessen the burdens of taxation upon our citizens the gentlemen 
upon the other side have announced that they will not oppose the 
passage of this bill. I am sorry that they can only give it half
hearted approval. In a general way dissenting from its provi
sions, they have offered no suggestions by way of its amendment. 
Asserting that there are interests unrelieved that ought to be re
lieved, they have failed to name a single interest. 

If we may judge from their views as printed, they would take 
$30,000,000-the difference between forty millions and seventy 
millions-off beer and tobacco. I am unwilling to believe that. 
I am loath to believe that there are not gentlemen on the other 
side of this Chamber who will join hands with us against any fur
ther reduction under this bill. They rail at the protective tariff, 
andthey renew the well-worn but derided.cry of trusts; and yet 
they can not be oblivious to the fact that it is due to the great 
protective system that we have at last become the masters of the 
markets of the world. [Applause.] 

I do not believe that our friends upon the other side would will
ingly cripple a Republican Administration by reducing taxation 
to such an extent as to compel the issue of bonds in time of peace 
or the reimposition of taxes once removed. That ought not to be 
the policy of.either party. We all agree, Republicans and Dem
ocrats alike, that provision ought to be made for governmental 
revenues adequate for governmental needs; and so far as this side 
of the Chamber is concerned, it believes in a gradual and progres
sive reduction of the national debt so as to escape large interest 
payments. It believes in the maintenance at all times of our 
national honor, the honor of our money, the honor of our flag, and 
will so adjust taxation from time to time as to impose the 1east 
possible burden upon the individual citizen, while it will at the 
same time so guard and protect the Federal Treasury that our 
splendid national credit shall continue to be, as it is, the wonder 
and admiration of the world. L Loud applause on the Republican 
side.] 

APPENDIX. 

Statement of estimates, appropriations, and ex-penditures, including postal 
Se1'Vice, fiscal years 1891~ to 19CYJ, inclusive. 

Fiscal Appropriations. 
y~ars end- Estimates* 1-----,-------..,,...-----1 

mg June · 
30- Annual. Deficiency. Total. 

Expendi
tures. 

l~--------
1901.. .•. __ _ 

$675,374,804: 
671, 855, 249 
627, roo, 490 
4!13, 522,~ 
4.56, 946,04:7 
444, 88i, 194 
44-0, 092, 486 
443, 306, 790 
450,261,335 

·$621 :om:31a· --sis; ooo: ooo· ·s645: rua,"ifrd. t-$007 ;fra."2M: 
1900 ....•.. -
18?9 .•..•••. 
1898 . ••.•... 
1&97 _______ _ 
189fL ..•••. 
1895 ... _ ·---
189L _____ _ 

600,280,2lll 13,837,009 614,117,210 590,068,371 
506,19-.1:,136 49,950.006 556,144,142 706,704,8il 
478, 069, 42! 3i9, 838, 655 827, 908, 079 5il, 40"2, 106 
453, 934, 977 10, 4ffi, 451 464, &38, 428 459, 851, 4.-02 
439, 980, 402 15, 813, 414 455, 793, 816 443, ll2, 116 
445, 155, 579 9, 674, 463 454, 830, 042 443, 374, 850 
454, 785, 125 11, 056, 617 465, Sil, 742 452, 519, 391 

*Exclusive of sinking fund and redemption of national-bank notes. 
t Estimated. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 11,, 1900. 

MESS.A.GE FROM THE SEN.A.TE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. HOPKINS having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
l\.lr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concun"ing), That 
when the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned 
until 12 o'clock meridian, on Thursday, January 3, 1901. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol
lmv_ing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repusentatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit to the present 
Congress a plan and estimate for the improvement of Burlington Bay, Two 
Harbors, in the State of Minnesota, based upon the examination and survey 
heretofore made of said bay. 

W.AR REVEXUE-BEER. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The hour having arrived to close general 

debate, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That section 1 of the act entitled ".A.n act to provide wavs and means to 

meet war expenditures, and for other purposes," approveu June 13, 1898, is 
hereby amended so as to read as follows: , 

"That there shall be paid, in lieu of the t.ax of $1 now imposed by law, a 
tax of $2 on all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, and other similar fermented 
liquors, brewed or manufactured and sold, or stored in warehouse, or re
moved for consumption or sale, within the United States, by whatever name 
such liquors may be called, for every barrel containing not more than 3L gal
lons; and at a like raw for any other quantity or for the fractional parts of a 
barrel authorized and defined by law. And section 3339 of the Revised Stat
utes is hereby amended accordingly: Provided, That a discount _of _20 .. per 
cent shall be allowed upon all sales by collectors to brewers of the stamps 
provided for the payment of said tax: Providedfurthe1·, That the additional 
ta.x imposed in this section on all fermented liquors stored in warehouse to 
which a stamp had been affixed shall be assessed and collected in the manner 
now provided by law for the collection of taxes not paid by stamps." 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out "S2" in Jine 81 page11 after the words" a tax of," and insert the 

following, "Sl.60;" also strike out mline 5, page 2, "Provided, That a discount 
of," and the lines following down to and including "said tax" in line 8; also 
strike out "further" in line 8. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not change 
the rate from the bill, but makes a fiat tax of Sl.60 a barrel in
stead of 82 with the 2 per cent discount. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman state 
that again? I did not quite hear the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. It strikes out 82 and inserts in lieu of it 81.60. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Do you strike out lines 8, 

9, 10, 11, and 12? Do you strike out the second proviso? 
Mr. PAYNE. We leave the second proviso in, but we strike 

out the first proviso, "Provided, That a discount," etc. 
· Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, that is all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I wish to say 
upon this point at this time; but I wish that we might have some 
agreement to limit debate upon this section, and I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate upon this section be limited to one hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, we can not agree to 
that now. Let us debate it for a few minutes, and then we may 
agree to it later; but we can not agree to it now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Objection is made, and I will take the floor aft.er
wards and move to limit debate. 

Mr. NEWLANrn:>. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to 
the amendment suggested by the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, by inserting $1.20 in place of $1.60. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out "one dollar and sixty" and insert "one dollar and twenty," so 

as to read "SU~)." 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to offer a substitute for the amend

ment and the amendment to the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out, in line 8, page 1, after the word "of," the following: "Two dol· 

lars" and insert in lieu thereof "$1.50,'' and in line 5, p~e 2, strike out after 
the word "accordingly," the words 'Pmvided, That a discount of 20 pe'r cent 
shall be allowed upon all sales by collectors to brewers of the stamps pro
vided for the payment of said tax." 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to raise a point of 
order against that. 

The UHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 
Mr. PAYNE. This is an amendment in the third degree. It is 

not a substitute, but it is piling up a third amendment. It will 
be in order after the votes are taken on the other amendments. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 

taken. This is simply a third amendment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 

from Mis ouri to offer it as a substitute for the pending amend.men t . 
Mr. PAYNE. It is an amendment, and it is not a substitute. 

It is an amendment to the section and not a substitute for the 
section. After the vote is taken on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Nevada this amendment is in order, 

The UHAIR.MAN. The Chair thinks this can not be made a sub
stitute by simply calling it a substitute. It is imply a third 
amendment. The Chair sustains the point of order. The ques
tion is on the amendment to the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Nevada. 

Mr. NEW LANDS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the amend
ment proposed by myself reducing the tax on beer to $1.20 per 
barrel, I have this to say: 

A tax of $1 a barrel was impo ed on beer during the civil war. 
That tax was never taken off. Under it beer pays to the Govern· 
ment of the United States $40,000,000, outside of the tax added for 
the proBecntion of the Spanish war. When the Spanish war was 
inaugurated the framers of the Dingley war-revenue bill concluded 
to put upon this article of consumption a double war tax. 

They made the tax $2 a barrel, but gave a rebate of 7t per cent, 
which really made the total tax 81.85 per barrel. Under this war 
tax "33,000,000 more was raised during t.he last fiscal year, making 
a total annual tax of $73,000,000 imposed on beer-a tax of $73,-
000,000 out of the internal-revenue taxes aggregating $295,000 000. 

In other words, one-third of the war tax and one-fourth of the 
general internal-revenue taxes was imposed upon beer. 

The Payne bin, now under consideration, propo es to make the 
rebate 20 per cent instead of 7t per cent, which would make $1.60 
per barrel. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. PAY~"E] 
now seeks to amend that section simply by changing its phrase
ology without changing its effect. The rebate is done away with 
by his amendment and a direct tax of 81.GO per ban-el is imposed 
by it. Of this tax $1 was the tax e.x:IBting before the war-revenue 
bill was framed, and 60 cents a barrel on 40,000,000 barrels-the 
annual product-makes $24,000,000 to be imposed upon this par
ticular article of consumption out of a total of $65,000,000 carried 
by the Payne war-revenue bill. 

Now, my amendment makes the rate per barrel $1.20, of which 
20 cents is a war tax. Twenty cents a barrel on 40,000,000 bar
rels makes $8,000,000 of the entire revenue intended to be carried 
by the Payne war-revenue bill, namely, $65,000,000, and nearly 
one-fourth of the entire revenue which the mino1ity insists is suf
ficient, namely, S:J5 000,000. 

Now, I wish to say to the minority members that if we conclude 
to reduce the war-revenue taxes to $35,000,000 and yet permit the 
large tax upon beer and tobacco provided by the Payne bill-ag
gregating 840,000,000-to stand, it logically follows that we must 
exempt every other item of taxation contained in the Dingley war
reven ue bill from war taxation. 

It means that we will relieve the accumulated wealth of the 
country, which for the first time in years has been placed under 
contribution by the revenue system of the country, absolutely 
from any burden. For instance, if you vote for war taxes upon 
beer and tobacco, aggregating $35,000,000 or more. it will be neces
sary, if that be the limit of your revenue, to strike out the item 
of 83,000,0:>0 taxes impo ed upon bonds, certificates of stock, etc., 
of corporations. of $9,000,000 upon the transfers of sha1·es of stock 
in the stock exchanges, of 81,000,000 on the sales of merchandise 
in the mercantile exchanges. 

Yon will have also, to strike out the item of 875,000, the tax upon 
sleeping and parlor car companies. You will have to cut out the 
taxes on legacies, aggregating 2,300,000. You will have to cut 
out the excise taxes on i·efiners of petroleum and sugar, aggregat
ing Sl,079t4.05, a tax of one-quarter of 1 per cent upon the gross 
receipts of corporations which rank among the greatest com
binations of the age. You will have to cut out the tax on bank 
capital of 3,000,000, and the tax on bankers, brokers, etc., aggre
gating nearly $1 000,000. 

Now, these are all taxes practically uuon the wealth of the 
country, levied in the Dingley war-rnvemie bill and continued in 
the Payne bill; but unless you b1ing the war tax on beer and to-

bacco down within· reasonable limits it will be unnecessary for 
you t~ tax th~se forms of w~al.th, and then you will practically 
be voting against your conVIctions. You believe that the con
sumption of the country is seriously taxed now and that wealth 
should be taxed. 

Your cour e, therefore, should be to retain the taxes in the 
Dii;igley and Payne .bills w~ch are impo ed upon wealth and to 
relteve the taxes which are unposed upon consumption. The tax 
upon tobacco and beer belong to this cla s. Such taxes are in 
the n~tu_re. of pe1~ capita taxes, for they reach out to pretty nearly 
ever md1VIdual m the country and their imposition is not at all 
proportioned to the wealth of the individual or to his ability to 
sustain the burthens of government. 

I therefore contend that the war revenue de1ived from beer 
should be reduced to S ,000,000 and that the total war revenue 
derired from tobacco should be reduced to $5,000,000. 

In my remarks ~f yesterday I neglected to incorporate the 
schedules upon which my argument was based and I submit 
them now for the information of the House. ' 

The first is a statement of surplus, and is as follows: 

1899--1900: 
Statement of surplus. 

Receipt~·---·- .. ·-------·····--·-··---·--·-----· $669,59:),4.'U .18 
Expenditures __ -· ... _ ..•..... ·-·-··. --· ·--- _ --· 590,008, 371. 00 

Surplus ... ----·-·-·---·······---·······---··--=~ $79,527,000.18 
1900-1901: ·-

~~~jE~tures =:::::=====~==::::_·_-:::: :::: :::::: oof; i~: ill:~ 
1901-l~~plus. ----···- ·-···- -···-- ---- ---- --··-- --·· ----··. ·----. --- 80, 000, COO. 00 

Receipt~---------···------·-···· ____ ·-··-·----·· STI6,G33, 042. 00 
Expenditures ---·---- -·-· ____ ---··- -·--·· ·--·-· 690,3i4, 804.. 24: 

Surplus. ____ ...... ---·-·-·-··--···-··- .. __________ --···--· __ .. 26,258, 237. '76 

Pre ent balance in the Treasury ...... -----------· $140,000,000.00 
Add surplus from January 1, 1901, to June 30, 1901, 

ti months ------ _ ----- ---· __ ··-- ------ _______ ---··. 40, 000. 000. 00 
Add surplus for 1901-1902 .••.•• ·---··-·····-- --·--· 26,258,237. 7'6 

Tot.al estimated surplus under existing law, 
June 30, 1902 ... -.• ________ ·----- -- ·- _ ---·· ---· 206,258,237. 'j'6 

Deductions unsr Payne bill. 18 months, from 
January 1, l~~- to June 30, 1902, at the rate of 
Sfil,000,!XJO per annum··--··---··-····----------·- G0,000,000.00 

Total surplus June 30, 1900 .••••• -····------·-----·---··---·· 146,258,237. 76 

Total estimated surplus under existing law on June 30, l!l02, as 
above.------ - ----- -- ·-·- ·----· _ ----- _ ---··. ___ -·---- ---·· _____ __ __ 20G,258,237. 76 

Deductions under minority proposition, eighteen months, at the 
rate of $70,000,CKXJ per annum ______ -··--····--··---·· •..... ·--· .• 105,000,000. 00 

Total surplus June30, 1902 .•...•••••••• ·····---···· --···· ··-- 101,258,lm. 76 

The estimates of expenditures above stated cover the extraordi
nary estimates of the Departments for the year ending June 30, 
190:!, and if the appropriations for 1902 are cut down to the amount 
appropriated for 1901 the surplus in rno2 will be eighty-three 
millions greater than the above estimat.e. 

'rhe second is an e timate of receipts under the Dingley bill, the 
Payne bill, after deducting $10,000,000, and the revenue under a 
sugge ted distributj.on of war revenue. after deducting i0,000.000, 
an additional excise tax being imposed on manufacturers whose 
receiptg exceed $300,000 annually, this tax being imposed on the 
samfl principle as the tax on refiners of sugar and petroleum by 
the Dingley bill: 

Estiniate of receipts of tcar-1·eve11ue bill. 

Suggested 
Payne bill, distribu-

Articles. 
showing war tion of tot.al 

Dingley bill. revenue after war reve-
deductin~ nue after 
40,000,000. deducting 

$70,000,00J. 

Beer --·- ---··- ·---·· --··-· ·---·- -·-·-· $33,431,221. 65 $23,5AA 509. 40 ,000,000.00 
Tobacco._--····-·--··-····---···--·--- 16, '738, ~.13 l6, 738, G:!2. 13 } 
Snuff ___ . __ --·--------·-···-·---·--···· 895, O.J.5.07 5, W.5. 07 5,000,000.00 
Cigarettes--·------·--·····-····--···· 1,320, 39!. 72 1.320, 39!. 72 

~r::Jfic>iir- ~==~~~ :::::::::::::::::::: 3• 1~:~:li -·-·-· 1:439:46- --···1:4:39:i6 
Legacies* _____ ------ ____ ---·-··-·-··-- 2,884, 49L55 2,asi, !1.91: 55 2,384-, 491. 55 
Excise taxes on refiners of petro-

leum and sugar ______ .. _ ....... _ _ _ _ _ 1, 07!1, 40:'i.14: 1, O~ 405. U Sl, 07~. 40.1. 14 
Schedule A, stamp taxes _______ ...... 36,416, .11 14, 77a,OOO.OO 14, 770,000. 00 
Schedule B stamp taxes on pro;i>rie-

S~h~auie1~c~~~·s~~~~:~!:-~-~~:: 3
' ~: ~: li5 · ··· oo.1;000: oo· :::::::: ::::: 

SPECIAL TAXES • 
• Bankers.---------·-·-··-----····----·- 384,445.00 

Stock and bond brokers---···-·----· 309,606.88 
Pawnbrokers _______ ·-··-----·--·--·-- 37,861.18 
Bowling alleys and billiard rooms.__ 366, 538. 00 

384. 445. 00 --···· - --···· 
309,606.88 ·--------··-· 
3"i,861.18 ·----·- --···· 

s,~;~~ -s;i29~roi:oo Bank capital and surplus .. ______ ---· 3, 129, 4-01. 00 
Commercial brokers_--··-··-·---·--- 138,281.12 --···· ---·- ·-·· •••••• - --··-· 
Custom-house brokers·-·····-------- 8, 167.18 --···· --------- ····--- ..... .. 

*Charitable legacies exempted under Payne bill. 
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Estimate of receipts of wm··revenue bi1l-Continued. 

Articles. 

Suggest-ed 
Payne bill, distribu

showing war tion of total 
Dingley bill. revenue after war reve

deducting nue after 
$-l-0,000,000. deducting 

170,000,000. 

Circns -------··--····------------··--· $11,7«.36 -···-··----·--- -----·-··--·· 
Theaters .. -·--_----- __ ---· ____ -------- 47, 178. 02 -----· ----- ---- ·--·-- - - ---·· 
Other public exhibitions.------------ !:Si, 218. « -·-·-· ......... ----·- --·--·· 
Additional excise taxes on owners 

of department stores and fac
tories whose receipts exceed 
$250.000 annually, imposed on the 
same principle a.s the taxes on re-
finers of sugar and petroleum ..... --·--· ----- ---- ------ --------- $2,0CO, 000. 00 

Total. ..... ------·-··-·---···---- 105,0!8,193.3-1 1$65,626, 761.53 36,8i5, 7.W.15 

I also add a comparative statement of the stamp taxes under the 
Dingley bill, the Payne bill, and the suggested minority bill, as 
follows: 

Schedule .A.-Stmnp taxes. 

Articles. 

Bonds. debentures, certificates of indebt-
edness ---------- ---·-· -- - ---- -·-·. ----- --·-

Shares of stock ....•. ----··--------· --- ------
Sales of merchandise ...... -----·------------
Bank checks .• -----~----~-------------------· 
Certificates of deposit .•.•.... __ _. __ •.••..•••. 
Drafts bills of exchange.-----------------·-
Promissorynotes ______ --··-- ---··· ...... ----
Postal money orders------···--·-----------
Foreign bills of exchange ....... ---·-··--··· Export bills ladi.DJ:r _______________________ _ 
Express and freignt* ----··· ---··------: ___ _ 
Telephone messa~es -----------------------
Bonili! of indemnity---------------------···
Certificate of profit, very little tax .. 
Certificate of damage, very little tax. 
Certificate required by law.·--------·-···--
Charter party_----·· ____ ------ .... --------·· 
Contract of brokers, note or memorandum 
Conveyance, real property ................• 
Telegraph dispatches._----- __ :_ ------ .. : ... 
~su:>m· honse entries of merchandise_ .. ---
Life msura.nce .. ----- ------ ----------· ••..•• 
Marine and fire insurance····-- •..... ·-·--
Casualty and fidelity insurance·---··------
Lease------ --- ---- --·--· ...• ---- ------·· .... 
Manifest of vessel for entry ...••......•.... 
Mortgage or pledge_------ ....... -----------
Passage tieka~------. ___________ ....... ·---· 
Powers of attorney and proxies ........•... 
Protests------------·------------·· .... ··--·-
Warehouse receipts _______ . ___ ----------
Sleeping and parlor car tickets··-·-·------

D~:fl.ey Payne bill. Sugh1r 

$3, 000, (IOO 
9,CXXJ,000 
1,(XX), 000 
7,000,CXX> 

200,000 
500.000 

3,soo;uoo 
602,000 
IOG,000 
100,000 

1,200,000 
315,000 
250,(XX) 

200,000 
100,000 
100,000 

3,000,(XX) 
800,000 
500,000 

l,5CO,OOO 
1,000,000 

500,000 
200,(XX) 
60,000 

1,000,000 
200,!XXJ 
100,000 
25,0XI 

250,000 
75,000 

$3.000.000 
9,000,000 
1,000,000 

$3,000,00) 
9,000,000 
1,00),00) 

75, 000 75, 00) 

36,277,000 li, 775,000 li, 775,000 

*The item on express companies is eliminated in the Payne bill, leaving 
only the tax on freight of railroads and other common carriers except 
express companie.'l. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order, a.s there are already 
two amendments pending. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak in opposition to 
the amendment. 

Mr. SULZER. WiJl the Chair recognize me in support of the 
amendment after the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
closes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York fMr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAY~~. Mr. Chairman, I only have to say in regard to 
this amendment that it means a reduction of 65 cents a barrel 
upon the beer tax, which would make a reduction of $26,000!000 
in the revenue, which, added to the other reductions in the bill, 
would make a total reduction of $56,000,000. 

Now, I do not suppose that this amendment of the gentleman 
from Nevada will find favor even on the other side of the House, 
because I know there are gentlemen over there who wish to make 
reductions in other items in the bill-substantial reductions; and, 
of course, if we strike off this revenue of S56,000,000, no man 
would be wild enough to vote for a larger reduction in the whole 
revenue, because no man wants a deficiency. No man wants to 
go right straight ahead with a deficiency in sight. Nobody wants 
to make any amendment to this bill which will, without any 
qualification, produce a deficiency in the revenues of the next 
two or three years. I hope, therefore, that this amendment will 
be voted down. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. PAYNE . . Certainly. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Did I understand the gentleman to say 

that the reductions proposed by the Payne bill would amount to 
$56,000,000? 

l\lr. PAYNE. No, sir; I did not say any such thing. I Eaid 
that the reduction in the bill before the House other than the beer 
tax is $30,000,000, and the gentleman proposes a reduction of 
$26,000,000 on the beer tax, which with the other red~ctions '!~uld 
make 856,000,000. I hope we shall have a vote on this proposition. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEWLA.NDS, 
there were on a division (called for by Mr. :5ULZER)-ayes 60, 
noes 127. ·, 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now renew my amendment, which I ask 

the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In tht:i amendment proposed by Mr. PA "TI.TE, strike out "$1.60" and insert 

fa lieu thereof "Sl.50." 
l\Ir. BA&THOLDT. I do not wish to occupy any time upon 

this question now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to be 

forced to take issue with some of my Democratic colleagues on 
the proposition involved in this bill. In winding up my Ion~ and 
brilliant Congressional career, I must say that the criticism I have 
to make against the Committee on Ways and Means is not that 
they do not take off enough of the w&r taxes, but they take off too 
much. 

Mr. Chairman, I spent the first ten or twelve years of my Con
gress!onal life in efforts to prevent and curtail extravagant appro
priations. In this I generally failed. Therefore, of late years I 
have given much attention to the question of how the funds for 
these large expend1tnres should be raised, that the burdens might 
fall lightest on those of our people least able to bear them, and 
after two years of experience under the operation of this war tax 
my judgment is that in the main it is not only more easily col
lected, but bears le::;s oppressively on the great masses of the 
American people than any other tax imposed on them. 

There are some annoyances and inconveniences that I would 
gladly see remedied in the operations of the war tax, but I do not 
believe it is oppressive on anybody not able to bear it. If I had 
my way, I would make telegraph and express companies pay the 
small tax imposed on their messages and receipts. It is said we 
do not need all of this revenue. Thatistrue; and I would reduce 
the tariff on many of the necessaries of life and on many articles 
that are now controlled by trusts. instead of reducing this war 
tax. I remember distinctly that one of the accusations that we 
as Democrats used to bring against the Republican party was the 
fact that that party after the close of the civil war repealed most 
of the taxes such as are collected under the late act to raise reve
nue to support the war, and ratained the taxes on the necessaries 
of life used and consumed by the great mass of the people. 

I would not mvself reduce bv one cent the revenue now col
lected on beer. It is true I have· read much in the public prints in 
the last few days about the ruinous oppression of this tax on the 
brewing industry. I admit they have sent up a wail calculated 
to soften the hardest of hearts· they have even informed us that 
the oppressions of this tax have forced many of them to combine. 
I fear they mistake the causes that have brought about these com
binations. If they will look about them, they will find that many 
other interests and industries that are not the victims of the war 
tax have also combined. May they not be mistaken as to the real 
incentive for their combinations? 

If I had no other information than that derived from their peti
tions and interviews, I might be more touched by them. But Mr. 
Chairman, in my peregrinations over this country and my visits 
to the various cities I have found that in those portions of the 
cities where the most beautiful residences are found the' finest 
and most striking and palatial ones are the homes of the brew
ers. My opinion is that there are more enormously rich men in 
this country who .have been made so as a result of brewing than 
almost any other one business. I do not invoke any prejudice 
against them because they are rich, but I only make mention of 
this to show that they are not such objects of sympathy as the unin
formed might be led to believe. 

I want to say now to my Democratic brethren that the conten
tion of the Democratic party has always been that the luxuries 
instead of the necessities of life should bear the burden of taxa
tion, and I do not see how they are to reconcile their votes in favor 
of taking the tax off or reducing the tax on beer while it is re· 
tained on the necessaries of life. While I do not stand here to 
encourage extravagance, I would go on collecting this tax. There 
are many laudable and legitimate uses to which it might be ap
plied, one of which is the building of the Nicaragua Canal. 

I am as willing as anybody to reduce taxation, but I had hoped 
that much of the tax imposed by the war-revenue bill had come 
to stay. I believe, notwithstanding the great complaint of the 
brewers about the effect of the beer tax on their industry, that 
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the statistics show there was more beer made and consumed 
within the la t year than ever before. I have heard no complaint 
of their not making enough of it, even with a tax of $2 per barrel, 
and I am not prepared to say that a tax that would diminish the 
consumption would be a bad thing for the country. 

rHere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I differ with 

the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] in that I am not 
closing a Ion~ career in legislative bodies. It is somewhat sur
prising, Mr. Chairman, to find the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. ALLEN] making such an attack upon a class of people who 
nave undoubtedly amassed what property they now possess by 
their frugal and industrious habits. The brewers of this country 
have, by close attention to their business, by industry, and by fol
lowing sound business principles, built up a great industry that 
furnishes employment for many thousand mechanics. I live in a 
district of a great city in which there are pnly two breweries; 
and yet the tax collected on beer in the old city of Brooklyn under 
the war-revenue bill amounts annually to $1,440,000, and this in 
addition to the tax collected under the old revenue act. This tax, 
Mr. Chairman, is paid partly by the consumers of beer, partly by 
the retailers, and partly by the brewers. I believe it should be 
removed. . 

I feel thankful, Mr. Chairman, that even if I be not ending a 
long and honorable career in this House, neither have l lived in 
the classic precincts of Tupe1o; but rather that I come from a sec
tion of this great country which is not only progressive but whose 
people are broad minded enough to give credit to men wb.o by 
honest industry have been able to better themselves. Because we 
have made money and have built up in an honorable manner 
legitimate businesses is no justification for the attack made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

I favor the reduction not only of the tax on beer, but on all 
things enumerated in this bill. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, was designed to raise revenue for a war. 
That war has been ended now soµie two years; yet by reason of 
the extraordinary expenses resulting from it, and to be continued 
indefinitely, these taxes .are to go on. When they will cease, no 
one knows. Among these extraordinary expenditures are those 
occasioned by the maintenance of a standing army of 100,000 men, 
provided in the bill which was recently passed in this House. 
Who knows what other schemes may be placed to the credit of 
this war as "extraordinary expenditures." Perhaps some gentle
man will suggest that the proposed subsidies to ships are an out
come of the late war. We have taken possession of distant lands. 
We must have, we will be told, a merchant marine subsidized and 
supported by the Government to control the trade in other parts 
of the world. We not only tax the beer industry-and I speak, 
Mr. Chairman, not for the brewers of this country alone, bnt more 
particularly for the retailers and the people who consume the 
beer. I have never considered beer to be a luxury. To many 
workingmen it is an absolute necessity. They use beer with their 
meals because it furnishes nourishment and is a mild stimulant 
necessary to ·many men engaged in laborious occupations. This 
tax upon beer is a burden to such men. 

Perhaps in the country districts men may drink applejack or 
hard cider and get along very well; but in the great cities the me
chanic! the laboring man, the working people generally, require 
beer just as much as people in other parts of the country require 
other kinds of beverages. I am not familiar with the favorite 
drink of the people of that section represented by my distinguished 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], but whatever be its name I 
am confident that a careful examination of the revenue act will 
disclo e no such onerous tax as that upon beer. Such people pay 
nothing additional for the use of the beverages to which they are 
accustomed and require. Certainly we ought to make some pro
vision which would equalize the taxes collected under this acti 
and I hope, therefore, that this House will vote for the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [.Mr. BARTHOLDT], re
aucing the tax proposed by the gentleman f:com New York on 
malted liquors. My only regret is that the amendment to reduce 
the tax on malted liquors to $1.20a barrelinstead of $1.50, as pro
posed by the pending amendment, did not prevail. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

raere the hammer fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 

from Missouri that that amendment would not now be in order, 
there being already two amendments pending. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I ask that the gentleman from Missouri may 
be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the time for the 
discussion of this amendment be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I shall not object to that if I can have one 
minute of the time. 

Mr. SULZER. I object. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent that I may be 

permitted to address the committee for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate is ex~ 
hausted on this pending amendment. 

Mr. SHATTUC. We think not, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. And the amendment which is now pending 

will be reported, on which a vote is to be taken: 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ham asked unanimous consent for five 

minutes' time in which to address the commit tee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen~ 

tleman from Missouri that he be allowed five minutes' time? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to 

answer the remarks of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], 
who has just addressed the committee, either in kind or spirit, 
because that would be impossible. I shall refer briefly, however, 
to some arguments which have been made during the last two 
hours on the floor of the House on this question. It was said that 
the tax on beer is a very easy tax to be collected. Mr. Chairman, 
that is true. That, however, is the argument of the highway
man, who goes out upon the road and holds up a traveler, believing 
that to be the easiest way of making money. 

The only question before the committee is whether the tax on 
malt li.qu01·s is just or whether it is unjust. The fact that many 
brewers of the country are wealthy should have no bearing what
ever. They have made their money at a time when beer com
manded a price of about S12 a barrel. That price, by reason of 
fierce competition, has been reduced to ten, eight, six, and down 
to five dollars a barrel, and to-day, when wages are high, when 
competition is ruinous, when the expenses of collection are large, 
when the losses on account of this onerous tax are greater than 
ever, do you wonder when you find the brewers to complain and 
ask for relief? It has been stated in the course of this discussion 
that as much beer was consumed last year as the year before. 
That is not true. 

The fact is that the consumption has fallen off, tht3 decrease 
being nearly 1,000,000 barrels dming the last year, and the in
crease this year up to the present time is not at all commensurate 
with the general prosperity of the country. In other words, of 
all the American industries and trades the brewing industry was 
the only one which was not permitted to share in the general and 
unexampled prosperity of the country, and this mainly because 
of this burdensome tax upon its product. It was forcibly held 
down by the strong arm of the taxgatherer. During the last two 
years 208 brewers have gone to the wall. It is not true that they 
have been absorbed by larger ones; it is not true that they have 
formed a combination, and the decrease in the number can not be 
explained in that way. The fact is, .Mr. Chairman, that they have 
gone to the wall because they were unable to conduct businees 
profitably under the present tax. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT and Mr. SHATTUC demanded a division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 74, noes 119. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT and Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts 

demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. PAYNE 

and Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 68, 

noes 139. - · . 
So the amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. BARTHOLDT 

was rejected. 
Mr. PAYNE. I call for a vote on my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
Mr. SULZER. l\lr. Chairman, just a few words on this ques

tion. I am in favor of entirely repealing the additional war taxes 
on beer. But I support the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS], and I practically concur in all 
that he said regarding it. No one who is fair and just, and who 
does not want to inequitably discriminate against one industry in 
favor of another, can possibly object to the adoption of the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Nevada. 

If this amendment were adopted, the brewing industry would 
pay into the Treasury of the Uovernment from forty-eight to fifty 
million dollars a year, or more than one-third of all the revenue 
intended and expected to be raised under the bill proposed by the 
gentleman from New York rMr. PAYNE]. The Republican party, 
it seems, does not intend to "keep faith with the brewers. It is the 
old story. 

We have justwitnessed in this Hall a spectacle that will belong 
remembered by those oppressed, and which should be discussed 
from one end of this land to the other by people engaged in the 
beer business, and that is that the Republican members of this 
House almost unanimously either voted against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Nevada [M.r. NEWLAlm ] to reduce the tax 
on beer to Sl.20 a barrel and against the amendment offered by 
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the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] to re(luce the tax 
to~l.50a barrel,orrefrained from voting at all. Alittlehelpfrom 
the Republicans and the amendment would have been adopted. 
What a spectacle of deception and hypocrisy thesa votes display! 

Do you imagine you can again successfully deceive the brewers 
of this country? The brewers of the country now know how the 
Republican party has betrayed them. They have not forgotten 
your promises in the last campaign, and I believe you will not 
get as much help from them in the coming campaigns as you did 
in the last. If the brewers respond again to your cries for cam
paign funds, they are more foolish than I imagine, and deserve 
to be robbed. 

Let me say here that during the recent campaign the Republican 
speakers in my district-and I doubt not in others-told the people 
that if the Republicans were returned to power they would repeal 
this additional tax of $1 a barrel on beer. What a difference be
tween now and then I What a difference between promise and per
formance! The way you have voted here to-day on this question 
will not be forgotten. You have broken your pledges and voted 
against all your promises. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to reiterate that the brewing industry 
is being unjustly and unnecessarily taxed. The Republicans 
are driving to the wall the people engaged in this industry, and 
the business is being harassed, oppressed, and destroyed by tax
atfon that practically means confiscation. And yet, sir, the Re
publican party will have the temerity-the brazen effrontery
during the next campaign to go to the brewers and their friends 
and ask for contributions to elect its members to Congress. I 
trust the brewers will not forget the vote here to-day. 

I hope that when the Republicans go to the brewers for cam
paign contributions they will be met with the record you have 
made here to-day. [Applause.] And I am inclined to believe 
that hereafter if Republican speakers tell the people that the 
Republican party is in favor of repealing this additional war tax 
on beer they will be hooted into silence and laughed from the 
platform. [Laughter.] You can fool some of the brewers all 
the time, and all the brewers some of the time, but yon can not 
fool all the brewers all the time. f Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that all debate on this section and the 

amendments be concluded in five minutes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Make it ten minutes. I 

want two or three minutes. 
Mr. PAYNE. Very well; make it ten minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [l\lr. 

PAYNE] moves that all debate on this section and amendments 
thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. CORLISS. Before that motion is put, I ask that the amend
ment which I desire to offer be read. 

Mr. PAYNE. The amendment will be in order anyway. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will not cut off the right to offer 

amendments. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Will there be any other opportunity to dis-

cuss any other amendments proposed to this section? 
The CHAIRMAN. Not if this motion is adopted. 
The motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to. 
Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 

and ask unanimous consent that it' be made a part of the amend
ment offered by the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend section l, page 2, by inserting at the end of line 12 the following: 
"Provided further, That in addition to the present regulations, all stamps 

used for denoting the tax imposed by this section shall be canceled by per
forations, to-be made in such manner as may be prescrib~d by the Commis
sioner of Internal Revenue." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cb air will state that it is an independ
ent amendment, and will be in order after the committee amend
ment is disposed of. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What amendment is it? 
Mr. PAYNE. It is the amendment I offered. 
Mr. STEWART of New York, I offer an amendment, Mr. 

Chairman. 
- The CHAIRMAN. Ia it an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. STEW ART of New York. It is. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to section 1: 
"Pr01:ided furthe1-, That the beer shall be pm·e beer, made exclusively from 

malt and hops, so pronounced by inspectors to be appointed by the Govern
ment for that purpose, the inspectors to be appointed by the Treasury De
partment and paid at the rate of $3,(XX) per year: Provided further, That a 
violation of the above provision shall be a misdemeanor, punishable upon 
conviction by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment for not more than 
one yeAt", or both, in the discretion of the court; and if such beer is found 
on su<'h inspection to be impure, then a tax of $2 shall be imposed." 

Mr. SHATTUC. I raise the point of order.against .thatamend
ment that it is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not an amendment to the amendment 
and is not in order until we have voted upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand it now, 
Mr. Chairman, the pending 4uestion is on the motion of the gen
tleman from New York to fix the tax at $1.60 a barrel, and foat 
is in lieu of the provision in the bill which the gentleman bas pre
sented. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe we have exhausted all the 
amendments that can be offered. We saw the majority vote down 
the proposition fixing this tax at $1.20 a barrel. They have also 
voted down the proposition to fix the tax at $1.50 a barrel, and 
now we_ are brought to vote upon the proposition made by the 
chairman of the committee, to fix the tax at $1.60 per barrel. I 
have stated, Mr. Chairman, that I should vote for every reduc
tion. I have voted for the preceding propositions to reduce the 
tax, first, to $1.20, and then to 81.50. It is true the majority on 
the floor have decided that there shall be no such reduction. 
They have so decided in caucus or conference. There is nothing 
left, therefore, but to vote for 81.60 or leave it at ~1.85, as it now 
stands, after the discount of 7t per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is an injustice to this 
great intf~rest The figures of the Secretary of the Treasury show 
that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, there was a surplus 
of over $79,000,000 in the Treasury. For the present fiscal year it 
is expected that the surplus will be 880,000,000. There is already 
a surplus in the Treasury of $140,000,000. Add these various 
sums together, and we have a surplus of nearly$300,000,000 in the 
Treasury, or will have at the expiration of the fiscal year whfoh I 
have mentioned if there is no reduction and no change in the pres
ent law. Notwithstanding these .figures. notwithstanding it is 
shown that we do not need this vast sum, the majority are unwill
ing to reduce the tax below 51.60 per barrel. For myself, I would 
reduce the revenue, if I could, under this war-revenue bill$70,000,-
000, and then I would feel that I had not given the full measure 
of relief that the people are entitled to. But we are up against 
the majority and their united party action, and we are compelled 
to submit. For one, therefore, I am ready to vote for the lowest 
rate we can get, which is $1.60 per barrel. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have 
but very little sympathy with that method of debate indulged in 
by the gentleman from .Mississippi a few minutes ago. I do not 
think the slur that ·he uttered against the brewers adds to his 
reputation or to the dignity of this body. I think the brewers of 
the country are entitled to live in as fine houses with proper sur
roundings as are any of the members of this House or men engaged 
in any business. The brewing industry is a legitimate one, neither 
harmful nor detrimental to the people of this country. On the 
contrary, beer, as a food and medicine, is agreat blessing to thou
sands of people in this conn try. 

Last year the production in this country was more than 40,000,-
000 barrels, or 1,200,000,000 gallons, amounting to more than 17 
gallons for every man, woman, and child in the United States. 

With this enormous use of beer by the people of this country, 
how can the members of this House sit here when there is no pub
lic demand for this legislation and when the Treasury is bursting 
with a huge surplus and vote this extortionate tax upon beer? I 
feel certain that the members of this House in their hearts know 
that the brewers of the country, as well as the beer consumers, 
are taxed too heavily now. I do not think there is a man in this 
body who does not feel that $73,000,000 is too much money for 
one industry to pay the National Treasury. 

There is no business in the country which suffers so much to
day from unjust taxation as the brewing industry. 

Just think of beer selling at $5 to $6 per barrel by the brewer 
and $2 of this amount going to the Government. How can the 
brewers pay decent wages to their employees under this taxation 
and get any profit themselves? Years ago, when beer brought $12 
per barrel, only $1 tax was paid to the Government. The brewing 
business was a paying investment then but now, save in excep
tional instances, there is no money in the brewing business. I 
know of two or three failures in Boston within the past two years. 
Better wages are paid the workmen in the breweries than in any 
similar industry in this country. 

Competition is sharper and tbe expense of collection so great 
that the profits have been reduced to a minimum. 

To show how absurdly unnecessary it is to continue any of the 
war-revenue tax on beer, I quote some figures on the condition of 
the Treasmy now and its condition during the next two years: 

1899-1900: 
Statement of surplus. 

Receipts_-----------·------------- ___ ----------- $669, 595, 431.18 
Expenditures ------ - --·-- ·----- -- ---- ---- ------ 590, 068,371. 00 

Surplus_ --- _ ---- ---- --- ___ ---- _ ---·· _ ---·- ---- ____ ·- ____ . __ ·-- $79, 5!!7, 060.18 
1900-1901: 

Receipts ________ ------·------------------------- 687, 773, 253. 92 
Expenditures-------------------- ___ -------____ 607, 773,253. 92 

Surplus.--------------------·:"--·--·------·---------·-------- 80, OJO, OX). 00 
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1901-1902: 
Receipts ____ ----_,:-______ ------------------------ ma, 633,0!2. 00 
Expenditures ________ -------------------------- 690,374.,80!.2! 

Surplus _____ ------_.---------------- .. -... ---- ·--- . --~-- - ----- $26,2.38,237. 'i6 
Present balance in the Treasury ______ --· --- -- ---- $140, 000, 000. 00 
Add surplus from January 1, 1901, to June 30, 1901, 

six months ______ ------ _____ ------ ------------ ---- 40,000,000.00 
Add surplus for 1901-1902. Total estimated sur-

plus under existing law, June 30, 1002 •••••• ·---- 26,258,237. 76 

206,258,237. 76 
Deductions under Payne bill, eighteen months, 

from January l, 1901, to June 30, 1902, at the rate 
of$40,000,()(;() per annum---------------------··-· 60 OC0,000.00 

Total surplus June 30, 1902_ ---··- ------ --·--- ••.•.• ------ ---- 146,258,237. 'i6 

Total estimated surplus under existing law on June 30, 1902, as 
abo\e ______________ ·--- ____ ------ _________ _______ __ --·- ____ ------ _ 206, 258,237. 'i6 

Deductions under minority proposition, eighteen months, at ~ 
the rate of 10,000,GOO per annum .. ------------------------------ 105,000,000.00 

Total surplus June 30,"1902_ ------ ---- ---- ------ -------- ------ 101,2.38,Z37. 'i6 
The estimates of e:xpenditmes above stated cover ~e extraordi

nary estimates of the Departments for the year endmg June 30, 
1902, and if the appropriations for 190? are cnt d_own to ~he amount 
appropriated for 1901 the surplu~ m 1902 will be 01ghty-three 
miUions greater than the above es~1mate. . 

With this condition of the public Treasury, IS not the demand 
by the brewers for fair treatment one that should be acted upon 
favorably by this House? 

Bow can we expect the breweries to turn out pure beer if nearly 
one-half the price received for their product goes into the coffers 
of the Government? All the hospitals in my own city of Boston 
prescribe beer for the patients. Nearly every reputable J?h~sician 
in the country will prescn"be beer and porter for the buildmg up 
of a constitution broken down from overwork or other causes. 
If then beer is a tonic and medicine, why should we tax it so as 
to' mak~ its manufacture in a pure state practically prohi~i~ve? 
Therefore in the interest of the health and welfare of the m1lhons 
who drink this beverage, this war tax should be repealed. 

It is time tor men belonging to a representative body such as 
this House of Representatives is supposed to be to vote upon que -
tions where the beer and liquor interests are affected honestly and 
conscjentiously. It is time to stop levying unjust and iniquitous 
taxation upon the brewing interests of the country just_ because a 
small and impractical percentage of the people of thIB country 
applaud these efforts. It is time to stop the humbug and n_onsense 
which lead men, as in the vote upon_ ~e cante~n questi~n l~st 
week to vote against their own conv1~t10ns of n~ht and Justice 
and honesty in order to cater ~ and sa t~y a falsf:'. mtolerant, and 
impracticable idea of conductmg the affairs of this country. 

I know a great many men engaged in the b~ewing. industry. 
They are as respectable, as able and as substantial busmess men 
as we have in any iB.dustry in this_ country: . . . 

The beer business requires brams, application, and an 1:rit~lh
gent understanding of the laws of trade. Bundr~ds of milhop.s 
of dol1ars are invested in this great industry, and 1t deserves the 
encouragement of the Government rather than its unjust and nn
fair discrimination. 

I applaud the .m~n ~ the b!e~g bus~ess who, as the gentle
man from llliss1ss1pp1 says. live m magnificent house~. Jf _they 
have been successful in their busine~s it is due to the mtell1gent 
application of business methods and to thetr h'.}nesty. frugality, 
and untiring enercry. Th~y have not _been succeEsfu_l through the 
favor of but rather in spite of legislation by the National Govern-
ment. f App1ause on Democratic side.] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
The qaestion is on agreeing to the amendment offe~ed by the 

gentleman from New York, the chairman of the comfillttee. 
Mr. PAYNE. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment be 

again reported. 
The amendment was a.gain read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
The amend.men t was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWAitT of New York. I now offer my amendment, 

Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIR.MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to sectfon 1: . 
••Provided fw·ther. That the beer shall be pure beer. ~ade excluSlvely from 

malt anu hOl)S, 0 pronounced by inspectors to ?e appomten by the Govern
ment for thatpuq>o e. the inspectors to beatipomte~ by theTreasm:yD~part
ment and paid :itthe rate of l,O<~lper year: Pml"it:J.ectfurther, Thnt ·~10l_at10n of 
the a born provision ball be a m1 :lemeanor. pumsbable upon conviction by a 
fine not exc eding Sl,OOJ, or imprisonment tor not ~ore than one Y.ear. or 
both, in the cti cretion of the coui·t· and if ~mch beer is found on such lllSpec
tion to be impure then a. tax cf~ shall be imposed." 

Mr. S'rEELE. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
that. 

The CRAIRl\IAN. What is the point of order of the gentleman? 
Mr. STEELE. It is legislation upon this bill and is not ger-

mane. As a matter of fact; nine-tenths of the brewers of this 
country do not use malt exclusively made from barley. Every
body knows that. 

Mr. CANNON. It is in the nature of an alleged pure-food bill. 
Mr. STEELE. Yes; but no one alleges that corn is impure. 
Mr. CANNON. I say this amendment is in the nature of a 

pure-food bill. 
Mr. STEELE. The subject of the bill is taxation, and the 

amendment is a regulation of pure food. 
Mr. RAY of New York. What is the objection to pure beer? 
M.r. STEELE. Not a bit. But I say that just as pure beer can 

be made of corn as can be made out of hops. 
Mr.RAY of New York. Then let it gothrough; nobody objects 

to it . 
.Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman considering the merit there 

must be in this proposition to have pure beer, this is neither t~e 
time nor the manner in which it ought to be brought about. This 
is a bill to reduce taxation. It is not germane to that question, in 
my judgment, to regula.te the quali~ of the v~rious articles. cigars 
and tobacco and all that sort of thrng, on which these taxes are to 
rest. But if the Chair should overrule that suggestion, what is 
there in this provision-who is to tell? Are we to ~uspentl the 
collection of the taxes, are we to stop the whole machinery of the 
Internal Revenue Bureau while we analyze and t est each barrel of 
beer? These taxes are to rest upon pure beer. What is to be the 
tax upon impure beer? 

Mr. STEW ART of New York. Two dollars a barrel. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not beliern there will be any money 

collected fr.om taxes if thls proposed amendment is to go into 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAl\IS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to be 
heard upon the point of order. I do not think the point of order 
is well taken, for this rea on. It seems to me that you can fix one 
rate of tax upon one artiCle, composed of a certain material, and 
another rate up0n the ame article , known by the same name, 
when composed of another material. Suppose, for examp!e, it 
was proposed in this bill to tax whisky made out of rye so mu?h 
a gallon, and whisky made out of corn so much a gallon, at dif
ferent rates. Suppose the bill was brought in for whisky gener
allv. Suppose somebody offered an amendment providing that 
when the whisky was made out of corn it shouJd be fixed at so 
mq.ch. would anybody contend that the point of order would lie? 
It seems to me that when you say that beer shall be taxed so much, 
and beer not made out of malt and hops should be taxed o much, 
or a different amount, that you have certainly not violated the 
rules of the House, certainly not the rule as to germanenes . 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman it eems to me that the very 
ground on which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr . . GROSVENOR] ob
jects to the amendment shows that it is clearly a proper amend
ment to this section. The bill, as stated by the gentleman from 
Ohio. is a bill to reduce taxation. There is now upon the statute 
book a tax upon beer of $2 a barrel. The proposi ton of the ~en
tleman now is that beer of a particular quality shall be taxed 
$1.60. The beer that is impme stands without special regulation, 
remains as it is now. Why is not this germane to the general 
scope of the bill as well as to the particular clause in question? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, there are two 
classes of beer contemplated by thls amendment. and it provides 
a different tax for each. Jt provides the,instrnmentalities by 
which beer shall be classified for purposes of taxation. In that 
por+·fon of the bill referruw to cigars there is n<;it o~y a c~'l.use 
ti.xin a the amount of taxation, but there are provided mstrumen
tali ti~s for carrying out the operations of the law, and a~so an ap
propriation to aid in that purpose. It-seems to the Chair--

Mr. PAYNE. May I interrupt the Chair a moment? Does the 
Chair understand tha.t this amendment proposes two di.ff erent 
taxes for different kinds of beer? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 
l\1r. PAYNE. Then, certainly I should say it is out of order, 

for the reason that we have already voted upon a provision fixing 
but one ta:xfor all kinds of beer, and the Committee of the Whole 
can not alter that provision now; no amendment to that tax is in 
order. . . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gent eman s prn~1tion 
is not tenable. and has no doubt as to the germaneness of this 
propo0 ition. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SrEWART]. 

1\1r. TAWNEY. Let the amendment be again read. . 
The amendment of Mr. STEWART of New York was agam read. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 

before the word "malt" the word "barley. ' 
Mr. STEW ART of New York. I am willing to accept that 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 

amendment. 
The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 

was rejected. 

l 
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Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by insertin~ before the word 

"malt" the words "corn and barley." I would like to say a word 
on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the committee, debate 
of this section has been closed. 

M.r. CANNON. I did not understand thatthedebatewasclosed. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Without offering a further 

amendment, I would like to make a suggestion on the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The de bate has been closed. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 

to speak for five minutes? 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Two minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. RAY of New York. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 

amendment, as proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON], 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw my amendment. 
The question being then taken on the amendment of Mr. STEW-

ART of New York, there were on a division-ayes 3, noes 34. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CORLISS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In section l, on page 2. at the end of line 12, insert: 
"Provided further, That in adrution to the present rea'U1ationsiall stamps 

nsed for denoting the tax imposed by this section shall 'be cance ed by per
. forations, to be made in such manner as shall be prescribed by the Commis-
sioner o! Internal Revenue." 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. The debate has closed. 
Mr. CORLISS. I ask a vote, then, on the amendment. The 

committee as I understand, has agreed to it; and it is desired by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

A MEMBER. What is the object? 
Mr. CORLISS. The purpose is to prevent fraud. 
The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. CORLISS was 

agi·eed to, there being on a division (called for by Mr. UNDER
WOOD )-ayes 102, noes 23. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to amend by inserting two additional 
sections, which 1 ask the Clerk to read, to come in after section 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEO. 2. That section 3339 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 

and thesameishereby,amended by striking out of said section the following: 
''In estimating and computing such tax, the fractional parts of a barrel shall 

be halves, thirds, quarters, sixths, and eighths; and any fractional part ofa bar
rel containing less than one-eighth shall be accounted one-eighth; more than 
one-eighth, and not more than one-sixth, shall be accounted one-sixth; more 
than one-sixth, and not more than one-fourth, shall be accounted one· fourth; 
more than one-fourth, and not more than one-third, shall be accounted one
third; more than one-third, and not more than one-half, shall be accounted 
one-half; more than one-half, and not more than l barrel, shall be accounted 
1 barrel; and more than 1 barrel, and not more than 63 gallons, shall be ac
cotmted 2 barrels, or a. hogshead. The said tax shall be paid by the owner 
agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which such fermented 
liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time hereinafter specified." 

And by inserting in lieu thereo! the following: 
' "In estimating and computing the tax imposed by law the fractional part 

of a barrel shall oo halves, thirds. and quarters, and any fractional part of a 
barrel containing less than one-fourth shall be accounted one-fourth; more 
than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall be aooounted one-third; 
more than one-third and not more than one-half shall be accounted one-half; 
more than one-half and not more than one barrel shall be accounted one bar
rel; and more than one barrel and not more than &J gallons shall be accounted 
two barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall be paid by the owner, agent, 
or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which such fermented 
liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time hereinafter specified." 

SEO. 3. That section 9 of the act entitled "An act to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States," ap
proved July 21, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 
follows: . 

"SEO. 9. That section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and hereby is, amended to read as follows: 

"'SEO. 3341. The Commissioner of 1nternal Revenue shall cause to be pre
pared, for the payment of such tax, suitable stamps denoting the amount of 
tax required to be paid on the hogsheads, barrels, and halves, thirds, and 
quarters of a barrel of such fermented liquors (and shall also cause to be 
prepared suitable permits for the purpose hereinafter mentioned), and shall 
furnish the same to the collectors of internal revenue, who shall each be re
quired to keep on hand at all times a sufficient su:pply of permits and a sup
ply of stamps equal in amount to two months' sales thereof, if there be any 
brewery or brewery warehouse in his rustrfot; and such stamps shall be sold 
and permits granted and delivered by such collectors only to the brewerd of 
their ilistricts, respectively. Such collectors shall keep an account of the 
number of permits delivered :md of the number and value of the stamps sold 
by them to each brewer.' " 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this seems 
to be a very important amendment to be put in now. 

l\fr. PAYNE. Let me explain. These two sections are simply 
a bill which at the last session of Congress was reported unani
mously by the Ways and Means Committee and passed unani
mously by the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is the language identical? 
Mr. PAYNE. These two sections are in the identical language 

of a. bill which is now pending in the Senate. It has not been 
acted upon • 

.XXXIV-21 

:Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The first section of this bill 
has just been passed, and all amendments were refused. That 
section has been passed as submitted to and approved by the Re
publican caucus. I ask whether these provisions have been sub
mitted to the caucus. 

Mr. PAYNE. Noi sir; thisamendm'3nt has not been submit
ted to any caucus, so far as I know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think it ought to be. 
Mr. PAYNE. It has been submitted neither to a Republican 

nor a Democratic caucus, so far as I know. 
Now Mr. Chairman, I wish to say--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentlemai;i yield t9 me for a 

question? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes; although I think I am going to answer the 

question I believe the gentleman has in mind. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. !simply wish to knowhow much reduc

tion on the beer tax this amendment provides? 
Mr. PAYNE. Not a farthing. It does not reduce that at all. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, if a brewer chooses to fill his kegs 

one-half full he pays the tax only on one-third; that is to say, as 
I understand the amendment, he pays the tax on the smaller of 
the two quantities. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; that is a mistake. He pays the tax on the 
larger quantity. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the reading of the amend
ment differently. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it simply gets rid of the sixth and eighth 
barrel taxes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do I understand that this 
is identical with the bill that we passed in and sent tothe Senate? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I sent up a copy of the printed bill as the 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the status of the 
bill we passed? I have forgotten. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not been acted upon in the Senate, and we 
propose to bring it befoi-e that body in such shape that we can 
probably secure action upon it at this ses ion. 

Now, when this bill was before the House on a former occasion, 
on a motion from the-gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER] , 
it was amended so as to take effect at some future time; I think 
in July last. I propose to offer an amendment to the last section 
of the bill so that the two sections in question shall go into effect 
on the 1st day of July, 1901, so as to meet the objection of the 
gentleman from Minnesota at that time. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, is it not a fact that debate on 
this section has been exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. This, as the Chair understands it, is an 
additional section. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to me for two minutes? 

Mr. PAYNE. There are five minutes in opposition to the 
amendment and, of course, the gentleman can take the floor in 
his own right if he desires to do so. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is identical with one 
which was passed at the last session of Congress, and was sent to 
the Senate. It seems that that body was unable to act upon it, 
and it never· was passed. It comes up here to-day in a new form, 
and, as I understand it, a kind of a compromise measure for the 
large brewers of the country would be willing to accept $1.60 tax 
if they could get this bill passed, as it would thus enable them to 
drive out the smaller brewers from the market. This is simply a 
process for crushing out the smaller brewers in the interest of the 
larger ones, and I hope the committee will vote it down. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amend
ment, and I think that when the committee come to understand 
it they will also be opposed to it. 
· The object of this pending proposition is to regulate the brew
ing industry of the United 8t.ates with reference to taxation, and 
is undoubtedly in the interest of the larger brewers against the 
smaller producers and others in the country. That, at all events, 
is the effect of it. If the Internal-Revenue Bureau is not allowed 
to sell stamps for the smaller sizes of beer packages, it prohibits 
the use of packages of that size. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the extent of the prohibition? 
Mr. BARNEY. This cutsout both thesixths and eighths pack

ages, and the result will be that all sales must be in the larger 
packages-one-quarter, one-half, or a full barrel. 

Now, what does that mean? It means, .Mr. Chairman, tho 
crushing out of the smaller breweries and putting the business 
altogether in the hands of the great ones, who ca.n afford to man
ufacture in large quantities and whose trade is mostly in large 
packages. That seems to be the only object of it. 

As the law is, there is nothing to compel a brewer to buy onc
eighth or one-sixth bari'el stamps if he does not want to. He is 
not required to do it, unless he chooses to use packages of that 
character. He can confine himself to the miing of quarter barrels, 
or half barrels, or full barrels, and leave the smaller trade to 
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small breweries; but when you come to prohibiting the issuing of 
stamps of this character the natural consequence is to break up 
the smaller establishments. No man ought to ask Congress to 
regulate his business for him in this way. 

It would not only crush out the business of smaller establish
ments, but the .smaller retailers of beer as well, because they deal 
almost exclusively with the smaller packages, while the large 
saloons, which of course are their largest purchasers, deal almost 
entirely in half and full barrels; and, besides, the farmers, the 
laboring people, and the public generally throughout the country 
where beer in packages is used. on occasions, buy in the smaller 
packages and not the larger, and do not wish to be compelled to 
buy either as large a package as a quarter, or bottled beer, which 
is much dearer, and at the same time is not as good. 

There is another in.dustry in this country that is affected by this 
amendment, and that is the large number of coopers who have 
invested considerable money in staves, and who have kegs on hand 
at the present time for the purpose of supplying the brewing in
terests of the country. 

Now, they do not ask, and they have not a right to ask, for 
legislation on the part of Congress for the purpose of widening 
their market; but they do, in my judgment, have a right to ask 
that this Congress shall not pass an amendment to this law which 
shall ruin their industry, which shall drive the product of their 
shops out of the market, and which will not allow the people of 
this country to purchase their product who are anxious to pur
chase it at the present time. 

I repeat, then, if the large brewers of this country do not want 
to put up eighths and sixths they do not need to. There is no law 
on the statute book which compels them to do so; but the small 
brewing interests of this country desire to do it, and I do not think 
it right or fair for this Congress to enact legislation the inevitable 
effect of which will be to drive out of the trade the small brewing 
industries of this country. 

I am in favor of, and in the consideration of this bill have voted 
for, a substantial reduction of the beer tax, and a larger reduction 
than that proposed in this bill. I believe at least one-half or 
more of the war-revenue tax ought to be taken off. But I am not 
in favor of aiding the brewing industries of this country in this 
way and at the expense of the smaller breweries, the coopers and 
others who are accommodated by the putting up of the smaller 
packages of beer in wood. 

In my judgment this is the most obnoxious kind of class legis
lation. It is asking the Government by law to regulate the brew
ing trade, and to discriminate in favor of the strong against the 
weak. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard for a 
moment, to corroborate what the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BARNEY] has said. There is no question in my mind but what if 
this amendment is adopted it will drive out of business every 
small brewery in the country. The small breweries, situated in 
the more thinly settled localities, can not put up bottling estab
lishmen ts. The regulations prescribe that bottling establishments 
shall be in buildings detached from all other buildings. They must 
be constructed and operated in certain ways; all of which is very 
expensive. The small brewers sell their product to the saloons in 
their neighborhood, delivering it to them by wagons. They also 
sell many of their small packages to the .consumers direct, to 
farmers and others, who purchase a sixth or eighth for their own 
use. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If that is so, then this measure is in the inter
est of temperance, is it not? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I am not discussing that question. It is not 
involved here. This contest is between the small brewer and 
the combine, and I propose to play fair with . the men who are 
doing business in the country, as well as the large breweries doing 
business in the cities. I do not believe we should adopt a meas
ure that will drive the small brewer out of business, simply to give 
an extended market to the large brewer who can afford to con
struct bottling establishments and send his goods out jn that way. 

Mr! TAWNEY. Do you mean to say that the small brewer 
does not manufacture anything above eighths or sixths of a barrel? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I mean to say that nine-tenths of the product 
of the small breweries is put up in quarters or less, and that not 
more than one-tenth is put up in halves or in full barrels. By far 
the larger part of their product is put out in the small kegs, in 
sixths and eighths, and this measure will absolutely wipe them 
out of existence. 

It must be remembered that these small breweries have a large 
amount of capital invested in the small kegs. If this amendment 
passes, that capital is absolutely lost, as the small kegs could not 
be used and would be of no value. 

I know the argument is made that many of these kegs are not 
returned, and this is a heavy loss upon the owners, but I want to 
say that you might as well pass a law to compel grocers to sell 
sugar in not less than 5-pound packages as to say that the small 
kegs shall not be used for beer. To those who sustain a loss in 

their use they have the alternative of using something e~se in their 
place. They can ship their goods in large packages or in bottles, 
if they so desire. Because they may lose a small keg occasionally 
is no reason why the small brewer in the country districts should 
not be permitted to use the small keg if he so desires. 

The people who drink beer, the most of them, like to have it 
freshly drawn from a wooden package. They do not want to use 
bottled goods and they can not use packages as large as a quar
ter or a half of a barrel. 

Farmers in doing their thrashing and other work where they 
have a number of men employed very often buy a sixth or an 
eighth of beer to use on such occasions. · 

On social and festival occasions very many of our best people 
make use of this beverage, and there is absolutely no reason why 
the use of the small package should be prevent.ed and they com
pelled to use goods bottled by some large concern iJ?. the larger cit
ies. A bottling establishment, I am informed, can not be con
structed for less than $2,000. This the small brewer can not 
afford to invest. 

There is absolutely no reason for the adoption of this measure 
except to favor the large breweries for the purpose of driving out 
of business the competition which they have in the small brewer
ies located in the country districts. For these reasons I am op
posed to this amendment and hope it will be defeated. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter 
a protest against this legislation which prevents the one-eighth 
barrel of beer from being manufactured and sold by reason of the 
fact that the United States provides no stamps for that quantity. 
I am well aware that in the first session of this Congress a meas
ure passed this House identical with the proposed amendment. 
Up to this time it has not been enacted into law; but if the pro
posed amendment is incorporated into this bill, we who believe in 
reducing the war taxes to the u~termost cent that it can be done 
will be obliged to vote for it, and it certainly will be enacted into 
law. 

When l returned to my digtrict I found that the brewers re
garded the measure of no particular benefit to them. The hotel 
and saloon keepers were opposed to it, especially those who sold 
small quantities of beer, for the reason that before closing for the 
day they often are obliged to pnt on tap more beer than they could 
dispose of before closing, and much spoiled over night or until 
their business places reopened. 

But the greatest objection to the measure was urged by indi· 
vidual citizens who claimed that for many occasions they were 
obliged to bny more beer than they wanted or do without keg 
beer, which was generally preferred. Again, there has been no 
general nor special request from any body of people asking for 
this legislation. It will require a general readjustment in the 
business of breweries and occasion, for the time at least, a decided 
loss from the kegs on hand; and so far as I have been able to un
derstand there is no existing mischief which is to be remedied, 
and the present law, well understood as it is, works to the general 
satisfaction of all interests. 

The district I represent has a number of breweries in it, and 
being a community with a large German population, who drink. 
beer inst.ead of whisky, the present law finds no objectors 
among its people. I hope this amendment will be defeated and 
no change be made, at least until there is a general demand made 
by the people for its passage and better reasons than I have heard 
to-day are given. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike- out the last word only for the 

purpose of saying that, as I understand this, it does not interfere 
with the business of the small brewers any more than it does with 
the business of the large ones. The brewers all want it. They 
want to get rid of these small packages. They say that these small 
packages are lost, and the waste is so great on them that they want 
to get rid of them, and they can not get rid of them unless they 
all do it, and hence they want this legislation. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to ask a question. 
Mr. BARNEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. PAYNE. One moment. I wish to speak for a minute 

without being interrupted. Now, the opposition last year came 
from some gentlemen who represented the coopers, and the coopers 
had a lot of these small packages on hand; and it was stated that 
by putting off the time when the law should go into operation the 
coopers could be accommodated and could work off their small 
packages, and it would do nobody any injury. So it was at the 
suggestion of these gentlemen that the time when the law should 
go into operation was postponed. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. PAYNE. Very well, let the gentleman ask his question. 
Mr. STEELE. I want to ask if it is not a fact that it was rep~ 

resented to us by a gentleman from Wisconsin that 92 of the 106 
breweries in that State had petitioned for the enactment of this 
law? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I do not remember that. If the gentleman 
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says that, he is undoubtedly correct, as he generally is. Now, 
that is all there is in this amendment that I have introduced. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. FLETCHER. If all these brewers want to get away with 

these small kegs, why do they not do so? 
Mr. PAYNE. If one of them should sell these small packages, 

and the people want them, they all have to keep using them. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You want Congress to com

pel them to enter into an agreement? 
Mr. PAYNE. I hope we will have a vote on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 

noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. PAYNE. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 61, noes 78. 
Mr. PAYNE. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. ThegentlemanfromNewYork,Mr.PAYNE, 

and tho gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BARNEY, will please act 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 85, 
·noes94. 

but to carry on the foreign trade without subsidies. and have done 
it until our trade to-day reaches every civilized market in the 
world; and yet the gentleman comes here, and his party, and says 
that he is reducing taxes, forsooth, because the poor people of this 
country are crying out against this war tax. 

Mr. Chairman, I was surprised to find a matter that is before 
the public-a matter about which he knows that members of Con
gress are written to every daybythe people, that the pres·s is dis
cussing all the time, and the plain people are praying against it, 
and yet the distinguished gentleman and the equally distinguished 
committee and his great party are absolutely mute in their 
speeches in this House and in their report on this subject. Yes, 
Mr. Chairman, they can reduce the tax, and say they reduce it 
because the people want it done, and yet they retain $65,000,000 
for the ship-subsidy bill, a measure which he is the great father 
and defender of upon the floor of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there is another omission 

in the report of the gentleman from New York, and there is an
other omission in his speech, and a little scheme about the amount 
of the probable expenditures, not on the ship-subsidy bill, but on 
a single improvement upon one shoal in the Tennessee River. I 
am in favor of it. 

Mr. GAINES. And I am glad my friend is in favor of it and 
announces it publicly. So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. GROSVENOR. I am, because I am a little broader gauge 
SEC. 2. That section 2of said act is hereby a.mended soastoread as follows: than the gentleman. 
"SEC. 2. That from and after the pa...~e of this act special taxes shall be, .Mr. GAINES. And yon say you are in favor of it publicly? and hereby are, imposed annually as follows, that is to say: 
"l. Bankers using or employing a capital not exceeding the sum of $25,CXXJ Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman keep still just once? 

shall pay $.50; when using or employing a capital exceeding $25,CXXJ, for every [Laughter.] 
additional $1,CXXJ in excess of $25,000,$2, and in estimating capital surplus·shall M GAINES I will 
be included. The amount of such annual tax shall in all caSE's be computed r. · · 
on the basis of the capital and surplus for the preceding fiscal year. Every Mr. GROSVENOR. There is not an estimate upon the Colbert 
person, firm. or company, and every incorporated or other b:mk having a Shoals in the report of the committee. Yet if it is carried to that 
place of business where credits are opened by the deposit or collection of f t' h. h I b 't b •t ill t k t , · money or currency subject to be paid or remitted upon draft, check, or or· per ec 10n W lC ope 1 · may e, 1 W a e a grea er expenm-
der, or where money is advanced or loaned on stocks. bonds, bullion, bills of ture, net, for the next two years tllan the entire possibility or 
exchange, or promissory notes, or where stocks, bonds, bullion, bills of ex· reasonable probability of the ship-subsidy bill. 
change, or promissory notes are received for discount or sale shall be a banker :Mr. Chairman, the time, I hope, is coming in this country when under this act: PrO'IJided, That any savings bank having no capital stock and 
whose business is confined to receiving deposits and loaning or investing the the advocates of special interests for special localities, instead of 
same for the benefit of its depositors and which does no other business of measuring their hope by such a matter as the Tennessee River, 
banking shall not be subject to this tax. will b th h · f 't' 1 l t d to 

"2. Brokers shall pay $51.1• Every person. firm, or company, whose busi· ecome e c ampions 0 an opposi 100 measure ca cu a e 
ness it is to negotiate purchases or sales of stocks, bonds, exchange, bul· benefit all the people of all the States in this Union. 
lion, coined money, bank notes, promissory notes, or other securities for I would point the gentleman to the great commercial conven
themselves or others, shall be regarded as a broker: Provided, That any per- tion recently held, in which delegates from his own State were 
son having paid the special tax as a banker shall not be required to pay the d th tat f f th d' · · d S special tax as a broker. present, an es ement o one o e 1stingmshe enators 

"3. Pawnbrokers shall pay $20. Every person, firm, or companywhose from Alabama that it was the most completely representative 
business or occupation it is to take or recei~e, by way o~ pledge, pawn, body that the South has had since the war in that it rose to the 
or exchange, any goods, wares or merchandise, or any kind of personal d' •t f A · ·ti ,h· Th ' t t f th t f property whatever, as security for the repayment of money loaned thereon, I 1gn1 Y O • z;nerica~ .c1 zems .1p. e~ go on O e ru S O 
shall be deemed a pawnbroker. 1 mere provmc1al politics and rndorsed the very scheme by name 

"4:. Proprietors of bowling. a~eys and billiard rooms shall pay S5 for that the gentleman has so bitterly denounced. It is a good sign 
each alley or table. Every bmldrng or place where bowls are thrown or M Ch · h th . tat· f t t' t' where games of billiards or pool are played. and that are open to the public . r. airman, W en ~ 1.epresen 1ve~ o a grea s~c 1.0~ ge 
with or without price, shall be regarded as a bow ling alley or a billiard room, bigger, larger, more patriotic, more American than the md1 v1dual 
respectively." member of a single delegation, who has imperiled possibly his 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman own best interests by assailing the interests of other people. 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE], reporting this bill, if he bas re- [Applause.J . 
duced this proposed tariff to such an extent as to cut off the Mr. ~ITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offe1· the 
appropriation that must be made if the Hanna-Payne ship-subsidy j followmg amendment: 
bill became a law? I see no notice whatever of the ship-subsidy I The Clerk read as follows: 
bill in the report of the distinguished chairman and his commit- Strike out, on page 4, lines 1to6, inclusive. 
tee. I have with pleasure read his speech and examined into it Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. :Mr. Chairman, this amend-
closely, and I find there nothing on this point, and I should like ment provides for the elimination of the taxes imposed on pool 
to know whether he took the ship-subsidy question into consider- and billiard tables and bowling alleys. I offer this amendment 
ation in making this bill? because a great many associations which have been formed for 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman ask me a question? the purposes of enabling men to meet socially for their mutual 
Mr. GAINES. Yes. improvement are supplied with pool and billiard tables and bowl-
Mr. PAYNE. I will say in the first year or two of the ship-sub- ing alleys. For some years I have been active in young men's 

sidy bill the highest estimate of the expense is about $4,500,000, associations, both in my own city and throughout the country. 
and we save Sl,500,000 a year we are now paying for carrying the These societies are organized and exist, not for the purpose of 
mails; so that the necessary expenditures would be only $3,000,000. making money, but in order to bring young men into a bette:
I did not think it worth mentioning a little matter of that kind. moral atmosphere and away from corrupt companions and envi-

Mr. GAINES. I desire to state to the gentleman from New ronments. It is for their moral improvement and advancement. 
York that the expense is put at not less than $9,000,000 a year, The tax gathered under the section of this bill amounted in 1899 

Mr. PAYNE. Not more than $9,000,000 a year. Do not put it to $428,423.87. In 1900 the amount collected was $366,733.66, a 
at not less th~ 89,000,000. reduction of $61,690.21. These figures are taken from the report 

Mr. GAINES. Then, we will have to pay that out of the reve- of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the present year. 
nues of the Government, and this ship bill is to be the law of the Considered in connection with the entire amount collected under 
land, if passed at all. for twenty years. this act, this is an insignificant sum; yet many associations with 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in his pathetic appeal said two or three pool and billiard tables, besides a bowling alley, 
he was responding to the cry of the oppressed people of this conn- have found the $20 or $25 paid yearly under the provisions of this 
try in reducing this tax at all, and he regretted that he was not act to be a heavy burden when added to their ordinary expenses. 
able because of the war expenses and ''expenditures" resulting I trust the chairman of the committee will agree to this proposi
from the war, and not expenditures for ship subsidies, to reduce it tion. Every young man's association, every Christian young 
more. Not one word is found in his lengthy report, not one syl- men's association, every social organization of every kind is sub
lable is said about the ship·subsidy matter in his speech of several jected to this tax. It is a tax upon the instrumentalities of 
pages in the RECORD; and yet we find the peoplethatsupport him morality and virtue-unjustifiable, unreasonable, and unwise. 
in this matter, in the House and out of it, are the rich corpora- Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
tions and the rich firms-people, Mr. Chairman, who are able not Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Certainly. 
only to live without subsidies, to build ships without subsidies, Mr. PAYNE. Would it not answer the gentleman's purpose if 

• ,.j 
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we simply exempted all the religious billiard tables and bowling 
alleys of the country? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I never knew of a religious 
bowling alley, though the gentleman may have some in his dis
trict. But I say that the pool table and the billiard table a1·e not 
things that should be taxed. They are used to bring people where 
their associations and surroundings will be better and more ele
vating, and it is not well to hinder or to place obstacles in the way 
of such gatherings. I trust that my friend from New York [Mr. 
PAYNEl will concur in this amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this item simply brings in about 
$44,000 a year, instead of $366,000, as the gentleman states. The 
committee left it in, thinking that the business could afford to 
pay, and that it was one of the things that should be left in. 

'fhe CHAIRMAN. All debate has been exhausted on this 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York if this is not a tax upon every association, organization, 
whether religious or not, that has a billiard table or bowling alley 
on its premises? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I do not understand it is confined to any re
ligious organization or association. 

.Mr. FITZGERALD of Masgachusetts. Do not these associa
tions have to pay the tax? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know of any religious association that 
has billiard tables and pool tables, but if they do they ought to 
pay the tax. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I understand that a great 
many organizations formed to safeguard the morals of young men 
have billiard tables and bowling alleys on their premi::es. These 
are harmless amusements, particularly when used as agents to 
improve the morals of our young men, and I do not think they 
should be taxed. We take the tax off theaters and music balls, 
why not off these innocent amusements? I withdraw my amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the proforma amend
ment will be withdrawn. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD J. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by :i\Ir. 
FITZGERALD of New York and Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts) 
there were 24 a.yes and 81 noes. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. l\Ir. Chairman, I off er the following amend-

ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add after line 12, on page 3, the following: 
"That every person, firm, corporation, or company engaged in manufac

ture whose gro~s annual receipts exceed $iiOO 000 shall be ubject to pay an
nually at the end of each fiscal year a special excise tax equivalent to one
tenth of 1 per cent on the gro s amonntof all receipts of such persons, firms, 
corporations, and companies in their respective business in excess of said 
sum of $500,<XX>. True and accurate returns of the amount of such gross re
ceipts shall be made and rendered yearly by each of such associations, corpo
rations, and companies, as in the case of refiners of petroleum and sugar. 
Such returns shall ~elude such data as to capital, surplus, operating ex
penses, wages, ta.xes, national or State, as the Commissioner of> Internal 
Revenue shall prescribe. Such returns shall be classified and published by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in his annual report." 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that all debate on this section, and 
amendments thereto, be concluded in ten minutes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I object. 
Mr. PAYNE. I make that motion. 
The question being taken, the motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed 

to, there being-ayes 99. noes 83. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend

ment is to impose an additional tax upon corporations and other 
branches of industry which now bear no part of the burden of the 
war taxes-the great trusts and combinations of the country. It 
dec1aresthatallmanufacturerswhosegrossreceiptsexceed$500,000 
annually shall pay a tax of 1 per cent on such receipts. In this 
connect.ion, let me state that upon gross receipts of $1,000,000 such 
a corporation would pay a tax of 1,000. The amendment pro
vides also that these corporations shall make returns, which shall 
be published, containing such statistical information as will be a 
guide to Congress in future legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this additional tax will be imposed. 
It will not raise in the aggregate more than a million or two of 
dollars; and it will relieve to some extent the stamp taxes which 
this bill in subsequent parts proposes to continue. 

There is a precedent for legislation of this kind in this very 
bill. In the section now under consideration bank capital is made 
a subject of taxation. There is imposed a tax of one-fourth of 1 
per cent upon all banking capital and surplus over $25,000. 
On bank capital alone 3,000,000 of taxation annually is raised, 
both under the Dingley bill and under the proposed Payne bill. 

There was also a tax of this kind imposed by the Dingley war 
revenue upon one class of combinations or trusts; that is, the re
finers of petroleum and sugar. Upon them a tax was imposed, 

not of one-tenth of 1 per cent as I propose in this case, but a tax 
of one-fourth of 1 per cent upon gross receipts exceeding 250,000. 
That tax is continued in the Payne bill, and under it over $1,000,-
000 is annually secured from refiners of petroleum and sugar. 

Mr. 'I'A WNEY. Does this proposed amendment apply to cor
porations only. or does it apply to capital gene!'ally't 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It applies to all associations, firms, or in
dividuals wh~se transactions exceed $500,000 per annum, just as 
the clause relating to the refiners of petroleum and sugar applies 
to all persons, firms, and corporatfons refining sugar or petroleum. 
Under the tax to which I have just referred upon petroleum and 
sugar we have gained a revenue of 81,000,000 per annum, the pro
vision for which is retained in this bill. 

My purpose in this amendment is partly to obtain a revenue 
from this tax and also to provide the machinery for securing 
information which will enable Congress in the future to act intel
ligently upon this question. Publication of these returns by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is provided for, corresponding 
with the publication which is made of the statements of the banks 
by the Comptroller of the Currency and of the statements of the 
railroads by the Interstate Commerce Commission. In those pub
lished reports data have been given in full detail which have been 
of assistance not only in framing legislation regarding banking 
and railroading, but also to those interests themselves, tending to 
develop the science of both. 

This amendment is not offered in any hostile spirit. It will im
pose upon these great trusts and combinations a total tax not ex
ceeding a mi!Uon or two. At the same time it will enable us to 
obtain information upon which we can act intelligently in the fu
ture in legislation relating both to the taxation and regulation 
of these industrial combinations. There is hardly an economic 
writer who does not insist that publicity is the first thing to be 
secured. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I <lo not think it necessary to 
discuss this amendment at any great length. It is true that there 
were two cases of special taxation provided for in the war-revenue 
bill. Those were put in by an amendment offered in the Senate, 
and when they came to the committee of conference they were ac
quiesced in. I remember making a remark at that time to my asso
ciates on the conference committee that they knew and I knew, 
that if this tax should be imposed the people who were expect~d 
to pay it would simply put up the price of sugar and petroleum 
enough to reimburse themselves for the tax which they paid and 
allow them besides a handsome profit. No doubt such has been 
the case. I have no doubt that those interests that have been re
quired to pay this tax have collected from their ens tomers more than 
the amount which they have paid over to the United States in the 
form of taxation. But that is one of those taxes that there is no 
use trying to get out of the bill. It is in there. It has produced 
81,000,000 a year. If it has been a burden to those interests, they 
can of course stand it better than anybody else. 

Now, the gentleman from Nevada comes here with a proposition 
to tax every manufacturing concern in the country, not a fifth of 
1 per cent, but a tenth of 1 per cent. And his idea of a trust or 
combination seems to be that where a manufacturing concern pro
duces more than $500,000 worth of any given commodity during a 
year it is a trust or combination. I do not know but that this is as 
good a definition of a trust as that I heard given on the stump by 
a member of the gentleman's party, who declared his belief that 
''a trust is a combination of capital that we are not in." Of course, 
as a rule, when gentlemen undertake to define a ''trust" they seem 
to have a very vague and indefinite idea, just as they have when 
they undertake to discuss it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, here is a tax brought in on a bill which is 
intended to reduce taxation. The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. 
NEWLAl'iDS] says it will produce $1,000, 000 or $2,000,000. Why, he 
has no conception of the vast business of this country when he 
speaks of one million or two millions as the product of such a tax. 
He has signed a report recommending that we ought to reduce 
taxation by $70 000,000, under the bill we are now considering, 
and yet he comes in and proposes to add a tax, as he says, of 
$1 ,000,000 or 52,000,000. He says one or two millions will be the 
amount of the revenue produced by the amend!IlEnt, but I say 
five or ten, and we are both making mere guesses, because it may 
be more than either of us can imagine. And why, Mr. Chairman, 
should we adopt such a proposition? The idea seems to me to be 
preposterous. Do not gsntlemen understand the object and spirit 
of the bill we are considering? We are removing war-revenue 
taxation as far as it is safe and possible to remove it at the pres
ent time. He says that these people do not pay taxes. Well, he 
is greatly mistaken about that. If he will come into the State of 
New Y 01·k, I will show him that these people are paying just as 
large a proportion of taxes as anybody else. 
. Mr. NEWLANDS. I referred to revenue taxes. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). By the franchise-tax law, passed 
recently in New York. these people are paying really more than 
their share of taxes, That law works against the corporations. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. And that law is uncon-

stitutional. · · 
Mr. PAYNE (continuing) . It works against persons engaged 

m this cla. s of business. By this amendment an additional hard-
ship would be imposed. · 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment, for it is scarcely neces
sary to discns~it further, and all others that tend to increase tax-
ation under the bill will be voted down. · 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate be extended for five minutes longer for the purpose 
of enabling me to answer the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, I must object to that, .Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Youhavemadestatementswhich are abso

'lutely unfounded, and I want to answer them. 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, they will go into the RECORD, and I will 

meet that i · ue when they come. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted 

and the question is on agreeing to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Nevada. 

The question wa taken; and there were-yeas 90, nays 119. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
:Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the emendment I send 

to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert at the end of subdivision {, section 2, the followin1;: 
"Excepting, however, from the provisions of this su bdiVISion Young Men's 

Christian Associations and social clubs and associations that do not conduct 
bowling alleys or billiard rooms for hire." 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 3. That section 3 of said act is hereby amended by striking out the 

words "and sixty cents," in the first paragraph, after the words "three dol
lars," and before the words "per thousand on cigars," so that said section, 
ns amended, shall read as follows: 

"TOBACCO, CIGARS, CIGARETTES, .A.1H> SNUFF. 

''SEC. 3. That there shall, in lieu of the tax now imposed by law, be levied 
and collected a tax of 12 ceuts per pound unon all tobacco and snuff, however 
prepared, manufactured, and sold, or removed for consumption or sale; and 
upon cigars and cigarettes which hall be manufactured and sold or removed 
for consumption or sale there shall be levied and collected the following taxes, 
to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, namely, a tax of $l per thou nd on 
cigars of all descriptions made of tobacco or any substitute therefor and 
weighing more than 3 pounds per thousand, and of S1 per thousand on cigars 
made of tobacco or any sub titnte therefor and weighing not more than 3 
pounds per thousand; and a tax of ~160 per thousand on cigarettes made of 
tobacco or any substitute therefor and weighing more than 3 pounds per 
thousand; and L50 per thousand on dgarettes made of tobacco or any sub
stitute therefor and weighing not more than 3 pounds per thousand: Pro
vided, That in lieu of the 2, 3 and 4 ounce packages of tobacco and snulI now 
authorized by law there may be packages thereof containing l t ounces, 21 
ounces, and 3t ounces, r e pectively, and in addition to packages now author
ized by law there may be packages containing 1 ounce of smoking-tobacco. 

"And there shall also be a ses ed and collected, with the exceptions here
inafter in this section provided for, upon all the articles enumerated in this 
section which were manufactured, imported, and removed from factory or 
custom-house before the passage of this act, bearing tax stamps affixed to 
suC'h articles for the payment of the taxes thereon and canceled suh equent 
to April H, 1898, and which articles were at the time of the passage or this 
act held and intended for sale by any person, a. tax equal to one-half the 
difference between the tax already paid oni>uch articles at the time of r e
moval from the factory or custom-house and the tax levied ii! this act upon 
such articles. 

"Every person having, on the day succeeding the date of the passage of 
this act, any of the above· described articles on hand for sale in excess of 1,000 
pounds of manufactured tobacco aud 20,000 cigars or cigarettes, and which 
have been removed from the factory where produced or the custom-house 
through which imported, bearing the rate of tax payabletherP.on at the time 
of such removal, shall make a full and true return, under oath, in duplicate, of 
the quantity thereof, in pounds as to the tobacco and snu1I and in thousands 
as to the cigars and cigarettes so held on that day, in such form and under 
such reirolations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of the secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe. Such returns shall be made 
and delivered to the collector or deputy collector for the proper inter:nal
revenue district within thirty days after the passage of this act. One of said 
r eturns shall be retained by the collector and the other forwarded to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, together with the assessment list for the 
month in which the return is received, and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall assess and collect the taxes found to be due, as other taxes not 
paid by stamps are assessed and collected. 

' And for the expense connected with the assessment and collection of 
the taxes provided by this act there is hereby appropriated the sum of "HJ0.-
000, or so much thereof as ma.y be required, out of any moneys in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the employment of such deputy collect
ors and other employees in the several collection districts in the United 
States, and such clerks and employees in the Bureau of Internal Revenue as 
may, in the discretion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, be neces· 
sary, for a period not exceeding one year , to be compensated for their services 
by such allowances as shall be made by the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
the r ecommendation of the Commissioner of Int~rnal Revenue. And the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to employ ten agents, to be 
known and designated as internal-revenue agents, in addition to the number 
now authorfaed in section 3152 of the Revised Statutes as amended. and the 
exi ting provisions of law in all other respects shall apply to the duties, com
pensation, and expenses of such agents.-" 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In line H, page 4, strike out "twelve" and insert in lieu thereof the word 

"six." 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 

[Mr. PAYNE] has expressed the desire that all propositions look
ing to an increase of revenue shall be voted down. I therefore 

hope the gentleman will not interpose serious objection to this 
proposition which will reduce revenue by decreasing the tax on 
manufactured tobacco and snuff. 

The members of the House know that the tax prior to tbe war 
with Spain was 6 cents a pound on manufactured tobacco and 
snuff. The war-revenue act increased that to 12 cents a pound. 
The tobacco as it goes from the farmer 's bands is worth, on an 
average, only about 6 cents a pound, and the present tax is double 
the value of the raw material which our farmers produce and place 
upon the market. 

In 1890 the production of tobacco in this country was estimated 
by the Department to be a little over 500,000,000 pounds, and it 
was estimated to be worth something over 8 cents a pound to the 
producers. This of course includes the coarse tobacco of other 
States, as well as the bright tobacco of Virginia and Carolina. 
The last estimate prepared by the Agricultural Department for 
tobacco was for the crop of 1896, and placed the ammmt at 400,-
000,000 pounds and the average value at about 6 cents a pound. 

In my judgment the entire tax upon manufactured chewing 
tobacco should be removed in the interest of the great agricultural 
class engaged in the production of tobacco, but as we are revising 
the war-revenue law and have no reasonable grounds to hope for 
the abolishment of the entire tax upon tobacco by this Congress, 
I ask this House to fix the tax upon it at the rate that it carried 
prior to the war with Spain. I think this tax in any view acts in
juriously upon the producer of tobacco just as a heavy tax upon 
beef and m_utton would hurt the sheep and cattle growers. I do 
not attribute the entire decline in the price of leaf tobacco to tax
ation, though in my judgment these taxes are a great burden upon 
the farmers as well as the consumers of tobacco. Abolish the 
taxes on plug tobacco, and then farmers who so desire will man
ufacture their own tobacco, for the manufacture of plug tobacco 
is a simple proce s. Small manufactories will spring up in every 
tobacco-growing community. The tobacco trust will then have 
serious competition, and the result will be greatly beneficial to 
that great and worthy part of our population engaged in the cul
tivation of tobacco. 

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the people of this country that 
they are going to be relieved from so many of these stamp taxes. 
This bill destroys the vexatious taxes on notes, duebills, checks, 
drafts, deeds, mortgages, and medicines. The country will re
joice at this. Many of the stamp taxes are completely abolished 
in this bill. It reduces the taxes upon cigars and upon beer, but 
upon manufactured tobacco and snuff it offers no reduction what
ever. Since it is admitted, or at least satisfactorily proven to my 
mind, that the revenues of the country can safely stand a reduc
tion of 870,000,000, even upon the basis of the large estimates of 
next years expenses sent us from the Executive Departments, it 
seems to me that the House can well afford, in the interest of ag
riculture, to reduce this tobacco tax to 6 cents, which will amount 
to a reduction in the revenues of about 9~000,000. The entire 
revenue collected during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, from 
manufactured tobacco and snuff was about Sl7,000,000, and this 
amendment that I offer will cut that amount in two, making the 
tax 6 cents instead of 12 cents per pound, and will accomplish a 
reduction of about $9,000,000. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, all I wish to say in reference to 

this is that the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shows that this little amendment, taking off half of this .tax on 
tobacco and snuff, will make a reduction of $17,500,000, which 
would make the total reduction in the bill some $57,000,000. 
That, of course, would go beyond anything that the commit
tee have believed could be done in the matter of the reduction 
of taxation. If we were going to make a big cut like that, we 
should not put it all on tobacco. There are other interests that 
we shouid look after. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman an-
nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KITCHIN demanded a division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 79, noes 106. 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 

which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 14:, page 4, strike out "twelve" and insert "one." 
Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, if the view of the minority 

is correct, that this bill is scaled to meet the appropriations that 
will be made during its life, then this amendment would produce 
a deficiency. The proposition that the people of this country are 
to be called upon to contribute a revenue of $700,000,000 for the 
support-of this Government means that when these figures are . 
added to State and municipal taxation the people of this country, 
in upholding the spirit of taxation which involves the right to 
destroy, are approaching the line of confiscation. 

My comment upon this bill is that it would be far better that 
you should have a deficiency than that you should have a surplus 

.. 
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created by the hand of taxation. Reduce the expenses of this 
Government to the standard of proper economy and no such tax

. ation as this will be necessary. 
Let me instance to the majority of this House one of the avenues 

in which this money is to be expended. The President of the 
United States within a month appointed a gentleman in New 
Jersey-to an office having a salary of $9.,000 a year, an assistant 
collector in Jersey City. That gentleman openly stated that he 
would contribute that salary to the Republican committee of 
Hudson County in that State. Knowing the financial ability of 
that gentleman, I was certain that if he gave his time to the office 
he could not afford to make to the Republican committee a gift of 
the salary. So I investigated, and I call upon the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE], whose name fathers tb.is bill, to make 
further investigation. I investigated to find out what were the 
duties to be performed for that $2,000, and I say to you, sir, that 
during the next four years that man will not have one hour of 
labor to perform. During the past four years not one hour of labor 
has been performed in that office. 

Now, if that instance, which is called into public notoriety by 
the fact that the occupant of the office makes a contribution of his 
entire salary to the Republican campaign fund-if that illustrates 
the manner in which the Si00,000,000 is to be expended then I 
warn you to remember that the people of this country have intel
ligence enough, when a few more flagrant instances of that kind 
have been called to their attention, to strike down this method of 
taxing them and appropriating their money. I am willing to vote 
every dollar neces3ary to subdue the Filipinos, every dollar neces
sary under the laws, with decent economy, to conduct every de
partment of this Government; but I am unwilling to take from the 
people of this country money under an official sanction that is 
official robbery in order that it may contribute to partisan cam
paign funds. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. The tax on tobacco before the :war-revenue bill 
was 6 cents a pound. Under the war-revenue bill it is 12 cents a 
pound. The gentleman from New Jersey has found some man 

_somewhere not earning a salary of $2,000, and to even up things 
he wants to take off $32,000,000 and make the tax 1 cent a pound 
on tobacco. I do not believe any gentleman on his side will vote 
with him. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. If there is $2,000 in one State of the size 
of New Jersey, multiply it by the Union and you will find it is 
about 832,000,000. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 5. That section 9 of said act is hereby amended by striking out the 

word "Provided," and words following to the end of the section; so that the 
section as amended shall r ead as follows: 

"SEC. 9. That in any and all cases where an adhesive stamp shall be used for 
denoting any tax impost=1d by this a.ct, ex:cept as hereinafter provid~q, ~he 
person using or affixing the same sha11 wnte or stamp thereupon the m1tials 
of his name and the date upon which the same shall be attached or used, so 
that the same may not again be used. And if any person shall fraudulently 
make use of an adhesive stamp to denote any tax imposed by this act without 
so effectually canceling and obliterating such stamp, except as before men
tioned, he, she, or they shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction thereof shall pay a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $500, or 
be imprisoned not more than six months, or both, at the discretion of the 
court." 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. A few moments ago, for the purpose of obtaining infor
mation, I asked the distinguished chairman who reported this 
bill if the $65,000,000 that will be left after the passage of this 
bill will be appropriated to the paying of· our ship subsidy if it 
becomes a law. The gentleman's reply to that question was, I 
think, that we would save about a million of dollars in carrying 
the mail. That was his 1·eply to the question. 1jow, Mr. Chair
man, I desire to read on this point from the RECORD, page 57, 
from the elaborate speech made by Senator FRYE, who reports 
this bill to the Senate: 

ThHe is a limitation of $9,000,000; no more than that sum can be expended 
in any one year. So far as the cost to the Government is concerned, it is 
pract1cally $7,500,000, because these ships are required to carry the mails 
without charge. I think last year the mail pay was about $1,400,000, and in a 
year or two years it will amount certainly to the $1,500,000. 

So taking that, Mr. Chairman, as a criterion we have $7,500,000 
which we pay to carry the mails, which cost us now $1,400,000, 
and that is what we will get for the ship-subsidy outlay. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact, this bill provides for 
the payment annually of $9,000,000, not simply for one year, but 
for twenty years. It does not even stop there; and we have the very 
best authority that can be had that it will not stop there. The 
Journal of Commerce of December 11, published in New York, 
says: 

II. The limitation of the amount to be disbursed to $9,000,000 is a deception .. 
At the hearing before the House committee the chairman, General GROS
VESOR, said: "I presume that we may assume that if the ;9,000,000 is ex
hausted and the result has been very beneficial that our successors will have 
intelligence enough to increase"-

, Undoubtedly," interrupted ex-Senator Edmunds, the attorney for the 
shipbuilders. 

The North American of to-day contains the same statement. 
Mr. Chairman, while in the Senate Mr. Edmunds was a great 

foe to the ship-subsidy bills we have had heretofore. He is now 
the employed counsel in this matter, the press states. Now, the 
point of my inquiry was, Why is it that such an insidious bill, such 
an insidious expense, should be hovering over this Congress with
out an explanation of the distinguished gentleman who reported 
this bill. Instead of him replying, I find the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]-the mouthpiece for everything upon that side· 
of the House-rising np here and saying that I am endangering the 
proposed appropriation by the River and Harbor Committee for 
the Tennf'ssee River. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Ten
nessee River project has been reported upon by the sworn officers 
of this Government, and I want to say that before a cent will be 
paid for the digging out of this river and opening her commerce 
to the world it will be sanctioned by a man of brains, courage, 
and intelligence-the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] of the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee-and his splendid colleagues. Let 
all this be as it may, I shall never bow to what I think is wrong, 
here or elsewhere, nor surrender principle for pelf for my people, 
who honor me with a high office I try fearlessly and conscien
tiously to fill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the· gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. GAINES. I want to say in conclusion--
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 6. That section 13 of said act is hereby amended by striking out the 

words 'Schedule A of," and also by inserting in the first proviHo, after 
the words··· bonds, de ben tm·es, or certificates of stock or of indebtedness," the 
words "or any instrument, document, or pa-per of any kind or description 
whatsoever mentioned in Schedule A of this act;" so that said section as 
amended shall read as follows: 

"SEC. 13. That any person or persons who shall register, issue, sell, or trans
fer, or who shall cause to be issued, registered, sold, or transferred, any in
strument, document, or paper of any kind or description whatsoever men
tioned in this act without the same being duly stamped, or having thereupon 
an adhesive stamp for denoting the tax chargeable thereon, and canceled in 
the manner reqmred by law, with intent to evade the provisions of this act, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and u-pon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $50, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
six months, or both, in the discretion of the court; and such instrument, docu
ment, or paver, not being stamped acoording to law, shall be deemed invalid 
and of no effect: Provided, That hereafter, in all cases where the party has 
not affixed to any instrument the stamp required by law thereon at the time 
of issuing, selling, or transferring the said bonds, debentures, or certificates 
of stock or of indebtedness, or any instrument, document, or paper of any 
kind or description whatsoever mentioned in Schedule A of this act, and he 
or they, or any party having an interest therein, shall be subsequently desir
ous of affixing such stamp to sa.id instrument, or, if said instrument be lost, 
to a t opy thereof, he or they shall appear before the collector of internal reve
nue of the proper district, who shall, upon the payment of the price of the 
proper stamo required by law, and of a penalty of $10, and, where the whole 
a.mount of tlie tax denoted by the stamp required shall exceed the sum of $50, 
on payment also of interest at the rate of 6 per cent on said tax from the day 
on which such stamp ought to have been affixed, affix the proper stamp to 
such bond, debenture, certificate of stock or of indebtedness, or copy, and note 
upon the margin thereof the date of his so.doing and the fact that such pen
alty has been paid; and the same shall thereupon be deemed and held to be as 
valid to all in tents and purposes as if stamped when made or issued : And pro
vided further, That where it shall appear to said collector upon oa tll or other
wise, to his satisfaction, that any such instrument has not been duly stamped 
at the time of making or issuing the same by reason of accident, mistake, in
advertence, or urgent necessity, and without any willful design to defraud 
the United States of the stamp, or to evade or delay the payment thereof, 
then and in such case, if such instrument, or, if the original be lost, a copy 
thereof1 duly certified by the officer having charge of any records in which 
such or1ginal is required to be recorded or otherwise duly proven to the sat
isfaction of the collector, shall, within twelve calendar months after the mak
ing or issuing thereof, be brought to the said collector of internal revenue to 
be stamped, and the stamp tax chargeable thereon shall be paid, it shall be 
lawful for the said collector to remit the penalty aforesaid and to cause such 
instrument to be duly stamped. And when the original instrument or acer
tified or duly proven copy thereof, as aforesaid, duly stamped so as to entitle 
the same to be recorded, shall be presented to the clerk, register, recorder, 
or other officer having charge of the original record, it shall be lawful for 
such officer, upon the payment of the fee legally chargeable for the recording 
thereof, to make a new record thereof, or to note upon the original record 
the fact that the error or omission in thestampinli'of said original instrument 
has been corrected pursuant to law; and the origmal instrument or such cer
tified copy, or the record thereof, may be used in all courts and places in the 
same manner and with like effect as if the instrument had been originally 
stamped: And provided fm·ther, That in all cases where the party has not 
affixed the stamp required by Jaw upon any such instrument issued, regis
tered sold, or transferred at a t.ime when and at a place where no collection 
distri~t was establis~ed, it shall be lawful for him or them, or a:ny par~ J:av
ing an interest therem, to affix the proper stamp thereto, or, if the or1gmal 
be lost, to a copy thereof. But no right acquired in g~od fait~ bef9re the 
stamping of such instrument, o:r copy thereofl as herem provided, if s~ch 
record be required by law, shall m any manner oe affected by such stampmg 
as aforesaid." 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, simply to 
perfect the text. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert in line 21, page 10, after the word "copy," the following: "or in

strument, document, or paper of any kind or description whatsoever men-
tioned in Schedule A of this act." -

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYNE. In line 1, page 11, where the word "and" 

should appear it is" ana." I ask an amendment correcting that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will correct 

the typographical error. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 7. That Schedule A of said act is hereby amended so as to read as 

follows: 
"SCHEDULE A. 

" STAMP TAXES. 

"Bonds, debentures, or certificates of indebtedness issued after the 1st 
day of July, A. D. 1898, by any association, company, or corporation, on each 
$100 of face value or fraction thereof, 5 cents, and on each original issue, 
whether on organization or reorganization, of certificates of stock by any 
such association, company, or corporation, on each 100 of face value or frac
tion thereof, 5 cents, and on all sales, or agreements to sell, or memoranda. of 
sales or deliveries or transfers of shares or certificates of stock in any asso
ciation, company, or corporation, whether made upon or shown by t!:J.e books 
of the association, company, or corporation, or by any assignment in blank, 
or by any delivery. or by any paper or agreement or memorandum or other 
evidence of transfer or bale whether entitling the holder in any manner t-0 the 
benefit of such stock, or to secure the future payment of money or for the fu
tnre transfer of any stock, oneach$100of face value or fraction thereof, 2cents: 
Provided, That in case of sale where the evidence of transfer is shown only 
by the books of the company the stamp shall be placed upon such books; and 
where the change of ownership is by transfer certificate the stamp shall be 
placed upon the certificate; and in cases of an agreement to sell or where the 
transfer is by delivery of the certificate assigned in blank there shall be 
made and delivered by t.he seller to the buyer a bill or memorandum of such 
sale, to which the stamp shall be affixed; and every bill or memorandum of 
sale or agreement to sell before mentioned shall show the date thereof, the 
name of the seller, the amount of the sale, and the matter or thing to which 
it refers. And any person or persons liable to pay the tax as herein pro
vided, or anyone who acts in the matter as agent or broker for such person 
or persons, who shall make any such sale, or who shall in pursuance of any 
such sale deliver any such stock, or evidence of the sale of any such stock or 
bill or memorandum thereof, as herein required, without having the proper 
stamps affixed thereto, with intent to evade the foregoing provisions, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall pay a 
fine of not less than five hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, or be 
imprisoned not more than six months, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

"Upon each sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, any products or 
merchandise at any exchange, or board of trade, or other similar place, either 
for present or future delivery, for each $100 in value of said sale or agreement of 
sale or agreement to sell, 1 cent, and for each additional ·100 or fractional part 
thereof in excess of 100, 1 cent: Provided, That on every sale or ag-reement 
of sale or agreement to sell a.saforesaid there shall bemade and delivered by 
the seller to the buyer a bill, memorandum, agreement, or other evidence of 
such sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, to which there shall be af
fixed a lawful stamp or stamps in value equal to the amount of the tax on such 
sale. And every such bill, memorandum, or other evidence of sale or agree
ment to sell shall show the date thereof, the name of the seller, the amount 
of the sale, and the matter or thing to which it refers; and any person or per
sons liable to pay the tax as herein provided, or anyone who acts in the matter 
as agent or broker for such person or persons, who shall make any such sale 
o-r agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, or who shall, in pursuance of such 
sale, or agreement of sale, or airreement to sell, deliver any such products 
or merchandise without a bill, memorandum, or other evidence thereof as 
herein required, or who shall deliver such bill, memorandum, or other evi
dence of sale, or agreement to sell, without having the proper stamps affixed 
tberet-0, with intent to evade the foregoing provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 1;hall pay a fine of not less than 
five hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, or be imprisoned not more 
than six months, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

"Freight: It shlill be the duty of every railroad or steamboat company, 
carrier, or corporation, or person whose occupation is to act as such (except 
express companies, or persons, corporations, or companies doing an exclu
sive express business) to issue to the shipper or consignor, or his agent, or 
person from whom any goods are accepted for transportation a bill of lading, 
manifest, or other evidence of recei~t and forwarding for each shipment 
received for carriage and transportation, whether in bulk or in boxes. bales, 
packages, bundles, or not so inclosed or included; and there shall be duly 
attached and canceled, as is in this act provided, to each of said bills of lad
ing, manifests. or other memorandum. and to each duplicate thereof, a 
stamp of the value of 1 cent: P,-ovided, That but one bill of lading shall be 
reqmred on bundles or packages of newspapers when inclosed in one general 
·bundle at the time of shipment. Any failure to issue such bill of lading, 
manifest, or other memorandum, as herein provided, shall subjeet such rail
road or steamboat company, carrier, or coryoration or person to a penalty of 
$50 for each offense, and no such bill of la.drug, manifest or other memoran
dum shall be used in evidence unless it shall be duly stamped as aforesaid. 

"Certificate of profits, or any certificate or memorandum showing an in
terest in the property or accumula.tions of any association, company, or cor
poration, and on all transfers thereof, on each SlOO of face value or fraction 
thereof, 2 cents. 

"Entry of any goods, wares, or merchandise at any custom-house, either 
for consumption or warehousing, not exceeding $100 in value, 25 cents. 

"Exceeding $100 and not exceeding $.500 in value, 50 cents. 
"Exceeding S500 in value, 1. 
"Entry for the withdrawal of any goods or merchandise from customs 

bonded warehouse, 50 cents." 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. :Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
I desire to offer has been sent up to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out in line 17, page 15, all after the word "freight" to and including 

line 13 on page 16, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"Express and freight: It shall be the duty of evety railroad or steamboat 

company, carrier, express company, or corporation, or person whose occupa
tion is to act as such, to make within the first fifteen days of each month a 
sworn statement to the collector of internal r evenue in each of. their respec
tive districts, stating the number of shipments received for carriage and 
transportation, whether in bulk or in boxes, bales, packages, bundles, or not 
so inclosed or included, for which any charge whatsoever ha.s been made, 
and for each of such shipments received for carriage and transportation 
the mid railroad or steamboat company, carrier, express company, or corpo
ration, or person whose occupation it is to act as such, shall pay a tax of 1 cent: 
Provided, That but one payment of said tax shall be required on bundles or 
packages of newspapers when inclosed in one general bundle at the time of 
shinment." 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment in 
substance contains the language used in reference to the telephone 
companies, and in the original draft of the bill there was no reason, 
I submit, why the same language should not have been used in refer
ence to telegraph companies, express companies, and railroad com-

panies that was used in reference to telephone companies. This 
amendment in substance requires express companies within the 
first fifteen days of the month to file a statement of all the bills 
issued by that company and to pay the 1 cent on each bill. 

Now, so far the express companies and telegraph companies have 
escaped their patriotic duty to pay a part of this war tax, and I 
submit that it is a humiliation to this House that we can not pass 
a law which will compel these great corporations to bear their fair 
share of the burdens of taxation. I want to urge, too, that the 
president of one of these great companies was a member of the 
other branch of this legislative body where this particular language 
was put into the original bill, and this company was notified from 
the beginning not to pay any of these taxes, but the railroad com
panies and other express companies rose to their patriotic duty 
and paid the tax and submitted to the exaction. .. 

Now, I appeal to this Honse to compel these express companies 
and telegraph companies to do what the railroad companies vol un
tarily did do, obey the law, and they can not escape from this act. 
It is an act introduced into this Honse by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin LMr. DAVIDSON], and a careful consideration willshow 
that when this amendment is adopted these express companies 
will be compelled to pay 1 penny on every bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not require all corporations to make a 
similar return to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and col
lect the tax if we need the revenue, and if we do not, why impose 
it at all? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Because the others can be caught in 
the usual way, but this fish is so slippery that we have to have a 
net of this kind. rLaughter.] 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Certainly. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman is dealing with 

the express question as if there were but the large express compa
nies. I would like to call his attention to the fact that in some 
sections of the country there are many small express companies, 
and a tax of 1 cent on each package is ruinous to those companies. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. In my city there are three express 
companies, and two of them pay their tax voluntarily; but the 
United States Express Company only holds out. The small ex
press companies are willing to pay the tax. 

Mr. :MOODY of Massachusetts. Willing to pay a tax of this 
amount? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Well, if they are not willing to, they 
ought to be made to pay. 

Mr. PAYNE. :Mr. Chairman, if we impose this tax on the ex
press companies, they will simply add it to their rate of freight. 
They will do so because they can not pay the big tax that would 
be exacted from them and still continue to do business. This is 
so especially of one of the great companies doing business in this 
country. It is too severe a tax on them for their business to stand 
it. They would simply put it back in additional charges on the 
people who send packages by express. 

Now, the railroad companies ship in large quantities and not 
in small packages. There are hundreds and thousands of express 
packages in comparison to the same weight in packages shipped 
by freight, and which go in the cars. A receipt is given for a car
load, or it may be a half a dozen carloads, and 1 cent is paid upon 
that. .As I understand, the average of express packages is 25 
cents, and a tax of 1 cent amounts to 4 per cent on the gross re
ceipts; and what business is there that can stand a tax of 4 per 
cent on its gross receipts? 

The same is true in regard to telegraph companies. 
Now, the committee considered all this. They considered the 

fact that this tax was not grevious or burdensome to the railroad 
companies, while if we tried to put it onto the express companies 
they would be forced to add it to their rates in order to get it out 
of the consumers. Then there were the small express companies 
in the United States, companies that started in to pay the tax in
stead of charging it to the customers, when they found that they 
would be ruined by the amount of the tax. 

I was so1Ty that the gentleman from Michigan should have 
made a p9rsonal allusion to anybody's business in the Senate in 
connection with this matter. It was an unparliamentary allusion-· 
alluding to a Senator and his action, and saying that be is inter
ested in a particular direction upon a particular bill-and I hope 
the gentleman will not be guilty of it again. 

I hope the amendment will not prevail, for we are not raising 
taxation, but are reducing it. 

Mr. SW ANSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. The amendment which I intended to offer 
when I rose a few minutes ago is covered by the amendment just 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan r:Mr. HENRY C. SMITH]. 

The chairman of the Ways and .Means Committee [Mr. PAY.r-."E] 
says that these taxes are paid by the consumer. I concur with 
him. If that is true, I can see no justification for retaining the 
tax on bills of lading for freight and eliminating it upon bills of 

·---

-
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lading for express packages. The masses of the people-poor peo
ple, business people, the great majority of the people-do their 
shipping by freight. On the other hand, valuable packages, which 
are shipped mostly by the_ rich-packages containing jewelry, dia
monds, statuary, and other articles of luxmy, or packages con
taining considerab~e sums of money-go byexpre~s. Yet we have 
here a proposition, supported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and .Means. that the tax imposed upon railroad companies 
doing a freight business shall be retained, while the tax on the 
express companies shall be remitted. 

When this question was up before, it was urged that the reason 
for relieving the express companies was because they refused to 
pay the tax like the railroad companies, the steamboat companies, 
and other common carriers. The express companies made the 
people pay the tax, the others paid it themselves. Mr. Chairman, 
the law imposing this taxation on steamboats and railroads and 
other common carriers is identical in language with the law im
posing taxation upon the expre s companies. All of these except 
express companies have recognized the law and put the obligation 
upon themselves and paid this tax. They did not try to collect it 
from the people. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The telegraph companies did. 
Mr. SW ANSON. Yes; but they are in a different section of 

this bill. The express companies fought this matter in the courts, 
and I believe the courts determined the companies could coUect 
the ta:s: out of the people, the language of the law not specify
ing whether the tax should be paid by the company or by the 
shipper. 

I concur with the view of the gentleman who has offered this 
amendment, that as every body else has paid this tax except several 
expre~s companies, those companies ought also to be made to pay it. 
Either you ought to abolish the law and not leave it in operation 
upon freight transportation, or you ought to leave it in operation 
upon both the freight and the express business. I say that these 
two branches of business ought to stand together, with the same 
chances before the law, and bearing the same taxation. There is 
no reason why a single method of transportation should be sepa
rated or isolated from all others and relieved from taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the class of goods going by express 
are not as much entitled to relief as the class of goods going by 
freight, whether goin~ by steamboat, railroad, or by any other class 
of common carrier. I submit to this House that when taxation 
is relieved, it ought to be relieved justly; and when retained, it 
ought to be retained justly. I can see no excuse for remitting the 
tax upon one method of transportation, and continuing it upon 
all other methods. 

fHere the hammer fell.] · 
.Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. Sw ANSON] has said that the express companies 
have not paid this tax. 

Mr. SW ANSON. One express company, I understand, did not. 
The United States Express Company, I believe, has had a suit in 
court on this question. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I am aware of the fact that six 
of the great express companies of the -country have not paid the 
tax imposed by the war-revenue act. But in the eastern part of 
the country-I Epeak more particularly of the eastern parts of 
Massachusetts-there are 470 small express companies, every one 
of which has been compelled to pay this tax because they could 
not in practice impose it upon the people who dealt with them. 
The payment of this tax has been a great burden upon those com
panies. Its continuance would absolutely ruin them; it would 
drive them out of existence. 

This would mean to the communities interested the loss of the 
competition which we now have between those smaller companies 
and the American Express, the Adams Express, and all the great 
express companies, because, as the gentleman can very well see, 
the tax of 1 cent upon transportation which pays the express com
pany only 15 to 25 cents on a package is a very much greater bur
den than the same tax on transportation which may perhaps extend 
across the continent and pay to the express company a large sum. 
Therefore this tax has been upon tho e small companies oppre.3sive 
to an extent which has proved absolutely ruinous. The companies 
have only continued in existence because they have expected relief. 
I sought to obtain such relief for them in the last session of Con
gress by the introduction of a bill which proposed to exempt from 
the operation of this tax the smaller express companies-the indi
dividual carriers-such express companies as those operating be
tween Boston and Worcester and Lynn and Haverhill and Prov
idence. If you adopt this amendment, you absolutely destroy 470 
small companies, and you leave our communities to the unre
strained domination of the great express companies of the country. 

Mr. BURKE of 'l'exas. How many of those small companies 
have gone out of business by reason of this taxation? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusett. Not one, so far as I know. 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then they are still engaged in this 

business? 

l\Ir. MOODY of Massachusetts. Because they have been ex
pecting relief from this taxation, A burden which can be borne 
for a time becomes intolerable if it is permanent. I can assure 
the gentleman from Texas that they can not continue business un-
der the schedule now proposed. . 

l\Ir. SW ANSON. Can not the gentleman obtain what he de
sires-the saving of the small companies, which are being ruined 
in consequence of this tax-by an amendment exempting from the 
tax express companies not engaged in interstate commerce? Such 
a proposition would take care of yom home companies. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That would undoubtedly relieve 
the trouble in my part of the country. But I say in all fairness 
to the gentleman from Virginia that while I would be glad to offer 
such an amendment, I do not know enough about the operation of 
the tax upon the great express companies to vote for this provi
sion, even if it were so amended. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption for a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. PAYNE. I understand you to say that as to the smaller 

express companies they are the only competitors with the larger 
companies? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. PAYNE. Do you think it fair that the different companies 

coming in competition with each other should have different privi
leges, one being taxed and the other untaxed? 

.Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Certainlv not. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say that if the tax is to 

be imposed at all (and I am not in favor of it on the showing that 
I have seen, and as I understand the question) on the express 
companies it should be imposed upon the receipts and not upon 
the individual transactions of transportation, because the smaller 
companies in most cases get not over 25 cents for each package 
that they carry--

Mr. McCALL. And sometimes even as low as G cents. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes; asmycolleaguesuggests, 

even as low as 6 cents. I am very glad he made the suggestion·, 
because he understands this matter thoroughly, and I hope that 
he will take the floor in the discussion of the amendment. 

The ad valorem weight, Mr. Chairman, of such a tax as is pro
posed here would be absolutely crushing to these small companies. 
Every one of the men engaged in this business with whom I have 
conversed has shown me that they could not continue their busi
ness. They could not endure a tax such as that proposed here 
and hope to operate the business which they have already built 
up. The whole tax has been annoying, vexatious. and burden
some to the people when they have dealt with large companies, 
because the tax has been shifted upon them by the action of the 
companies, sustained by the opinion of the Supreme Court. In 
whatever form you levy it the companie will still shift the bur
de to the people. To the small companies, who have carried the 
burden themselves, it has been a calamity which, if continued, 
means destruction. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I entirely agi·ee with the gentleman from Michigan in the amend
ment which he has proposed. I think it absolutely unfair to en
tirely exempt the express companies from all taxation while re
taining the tax on the operations of the railroad companie . 

I realize the fact, of course, that the rate of taxation is the same 
in both instances, but it operates against the expre s companies 
unfairly, as it imposes the same tax of 1 cent on the bill of lading 
of a package carried by an express company as is imposed on the 
bill of lading of goods carried in bulk by a railroad company; the 
price received by the express company for carriage being, for in
stance, 10 cents, whilst the price received bytherailroadcompany 
for freight in bulk may be hundreds of dollars. The packages 
carried by the express companies are generally small; and so the 
tax bears more heavily and harshly on the gross receipts of the 
express companies than upon those of the railroad companies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand it is a fact that the railroad 
companies have never contested the tax or sought to shift it to the 
shippers, whil t the express companies have. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. l\Iay I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Is it not a fact that the express com

panies get better rates than the railroad companies? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. That may be. . 
~Ir. HENRY C. S~UTH. They get 25centsfor carrying a pack

age for which the railroad companies get only 1 cent. 
Mr. TAWNEY. But the gentleman should remember that the 

express companies pay the railroad companies for carrying their 
packages. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. That is true, but the amount is very 
small in comparison to the difference I have shown. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that this tax 
bears more heavily on the express company than the railroad 
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company, and this arises from the fact that in the case of the rail
road company the bill of lading generally covers great bulk. 

It seems to me that the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rMr. MOODY I that the tax should be proportioned 
to the receipts fo.stead of to-the number of packages, or the sug
gestion made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sw ANSON_! 
that the tax should only apply to expre s companies engaged in 
interstate trade, would do away with this great hardship. 

The difficulty is that in a great many of these amendments 
vexatious methods in the mode of taxation have been seized upon 
by the majority as a reason for eliminating the tax entirely upon 
certain forms of wealt.h. What I contend for is that they should 
have exercised their ingenuity in suggesting some other form of 
taxation of those forms of wealth which would not be so vexa
tious and oppressive as the methods complained of, and I think a 
tax on express freight can be devised which will not be burden
some and which can not be easily shifted to the shippers. 

rHere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman 

from Michigan [Mr. HE..">ffiY C. SMITH], as I underetand it, would 
not relieve the patrons of the express companies from the payment 
of the tax. It does not propose to restrict the express companies 
in the charges which they may make for the servica which they 
perform, and it would be entirely feasible for them to make such 
an increased charge as would compensate them for the tax which 
they pay. · 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
inadvertently omitted a part of my amendment, which I desire to 
have added after the proviso. It is-

Provided fu:rther, That such statements shall show that such companies 
have not collected such tax from the shipper . . 

That meets the gentleman's point. 
Mr. McCALL. The gentleman would hardly undertake to 

have Congress pass a law fixing the rate which express compa
nies should charge for rendering the service, and that is what the 
gentleman would practically require us to do if we made this 
legislation effective. But I desire especially to speak a word con
cerning the small local express companies that do business in the 
vicinity of large cities. I live in a town about 8 miles out of 
Boston. A large part of the things consumed in that town are 
brought there by local expressmen, many of whom run livery 
stables, and they bring the goods often in wagons and deliver 
them at the rate sometimes of 6 or 7 cents per package by the 
hundred packages. These expressmen pay the tax themselves. 
A tax of 1 cent upon each one of those packages amounts to from 
10 to 15 per cent of the gross receipts, and in some cases as high 
as 40 per cent of the net receipts. That is, the Government forces 
itself into partnership with the expressman, requires him to do 
all the heavy lifting and the work, and then takes practically 
one-half of his profits. Now that, to my certain knowledge, is a 
most oppressive tax, and it seems to me that we should not exact it. 
I think, generally, that the express tax, where the people are re
quired to pay a cent upon each package, is a very vexatious tax, 
very much like the tax upon telegrams. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be again 

read. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 

again read. 
The Clerk read the amendment. 
Mr. HENRY C. Sl\IITH. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the 

proviso which I referred to a moment ago, and which has not been 
read from the desk. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to emphasize the statement made by my colleagues from Massa
chusetts regarding the hardships that have resulted to the express 
companies in and around Boston from the imposition of the tax 
on express packages in the war-revenue measure, and I wish to 
state to my colleagues on this side of the Bouse that the small 
express companies doing business in and around Boston are of 
great benefit to the ordinary laboring man. They carry express 
packages for 5, 10, and 15 cents, and if this tax should be carried 
in this bill in the manner proposed by the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. HEXRY C. SMITH] it would drive those small express 
companies out of business. 

We are reducing the revenue, not increasing it. There is no 
reason why this tax upon express packages, which, when carried 
by the large express companies, is paid by the shipper, and when 
carried by the smaller companies is paid by the company it-elf, 
should be continued. It is farcical to witness the manner in which 
this tax upon express packages is carried out. We do not need 
this money in the Treasury, and I hope this unjust and unnecessary 
burden upon the people will be voted down by the House. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. .Mr. Chairman, is it in order to move an 
amendment? 

Mr. SW ANSON. I understand the gentleman from Michigan 
hai:i withdrawn his amendment, and I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I did not withdraw the amendment. 
I simply said I would not offer the fast proviso, which I stated I 
would offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I move to amend the amendment by insert
ing this proviso: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to express companies whose 
annual receipts do not exceed $100,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, Tha.t this section shall not apply to express companies whose 

annual receipts do not exceed 100,000. . 
The CHAIRl\.IAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend

ment to the amendment. 
l\Ir. H~NRY C. SMITH. I will accept that amendment. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 

noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 82, noes 106. 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Michigan. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 

noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Division. 
The committee divided: and there were-ayes 94; noes 104. 
Mr. HEN RY C. SMITH and Mr. SW ANSON. Tellers! 
Tellers were ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 

PAYNE] Ind the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HENRY C. 
S:m:rn] will take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported-ayes 123; 
noes 106. 

So the amendment was agreed to. [.Applause.] 
The Clerk proceeded to read section . 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole Rouse on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12394, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

SEN.A.TE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause2 of Rule XXIV,Senate bills andresointions of the 

following titles were taken from the Speaker·s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4165. An act granting a pension to Dora Renfro-to the ~m
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4073. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 
Edwards-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4556. An act granting an increase of pension to William Fox
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4022. An act granting a pension to William B. Caldwell-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4788. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Beach-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2107. An act granting a pension to James Brown-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2109. An act granting an increase of pension to Carroll W. 
Fuller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3338. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Morton-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2228. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver W: 
Miller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2102. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Reed
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2905. An act granting a pension to GeorgeM. Wilson-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1792. An act granting a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher-to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2901. An act granting a pension to A. C. Ricketts-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2703. An act granting a pension to Mary M. F. Flagler-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1628. An act granting a pension to Adolph Schrei-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3376. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McFry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1722. An act granting a pension to Bertha Leavey-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1211. An act granting a pension to Ross Wheatley-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 812. An act for the relief of Daniel W. Light-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2226. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Muhs
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

·--
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S. 1204. An act granting a pension to William Gaddis-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4155. An act granting a pension to Julia S. Goodfellow-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1203. An act granting a pension to Lewis S. Horsey-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3881. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Johnson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1212. An act granting a pension to John W. Cannaday-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

"'s. 2914. An act granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3375. An act granting relief to Susan Bedell-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 57. An act granting a pension to Joshua B. Harris-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5042. An act to authorize Ethelbert Watts, consul of the 
United St3tes at Kingston, Jamaica, to accept a decoration ten
dered to him by the Kh~dive of Egypt-to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

8. 3750. An act granting a pension to Paulina Smith-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4789. .An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Wagner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1604. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Graham-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2810. An act granting a pension to Esther Dyer Hammond
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2 79. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Grifiths-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4728. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin V. 
Tufford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5043. An act to authorize George W. Hill, chief of the Divi
sion of Publications of the Department of Agriculture, to accept 
a decoration tendered to him by the Government of the French 
Republic-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 5076. An act to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in and for the northern judicial district of the State 
of Ohio-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Senate concurrent resolution 84: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 

joint committee consisting of three memoers of the Senate CDmmittee on 
PUblic Buildings and Grounds, to be appointed by the President of the Sen
ate, and five members of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the House of Representatives, tq be appointed by the Speaker is here by cre
ated to investigate and consider the question of a site for a hail of records, i"o 
be erected in the District of Columbia, and report to Congress on or before 
January 10, 1901, or as soon thereafter as may be possible, their conclusions 
as to the most feasible location for such a building and the approximate cost 
thereof-
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Senate concurrent resolution 85: 
Resolved by the Senate (the Bouse of Representatives concun·ing), That the 

Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit to the present 
Congress a plan and estimate for the improvement of Burlin~ton Bay, Two 
Harbors, in the State of Minnesota, based upon the examination and survey 
heretofore made of saicl bay-

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
- RESIGNATION OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow
ing commtmication: 

Hon. D. B. !IEXDERSON, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

HOUSE Ol!' REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, Decembers, 1900. 

SIR: I hereby tender my resignation as member of following commitfaes: 
Elections No.1, Enrolled Bills, and Ventilation and Acoustics. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
E. L . .HAMILTON. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these resignations will be 
accepted. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following c.:>mmittee 
assignments: 

To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, Mr. HoFFECKER, of Dela-
ware· 

To 'the Committee on Elections No. 1, Mr. PEARSON, of North 
Carolina; 

To Ventilation and Acoustics, Mr. WOODS, of California. 
WITHDRAW AL OF PAPERS FROM THE FILES. 

· By unanimous consent, Mr. MooN obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of P.R. Albert and I. Noa, Fifty-sixth Congress, no ad
verse report having been made thereon. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
THo:nAs of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a change 

of reference of Document No. 17 4, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from the Sec
retary of State, submitting an estimate of appropriation for increase 
for .salaries of United States consul at Port Stanley, Falkland 
Islands, from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. Without objection, this change will be made. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to give notice that it 
is the intention to go on with this bill the first thing in the morning 
(as several gentlemen have asked me that question), the other 
order being subject to that. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o·clock and 24 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu· 

nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letler from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with draft of 
a bill, documents relating to cession of lands to Wyoming State 
in return for cession of lands for enlargement of Fort Mackenzie 
Military Reservation-to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in the ap
propriations for that Department-to the Committee on Appro
priations, and ordered to "be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with com
munications relative to tests of the Gathmann gun, an estimate of 
appropriation to complete tests-to the Committee on Appropria
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow
jng titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12737) making appropria
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, rno2, and for other pur
poses, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2024); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5076) to provide 
for the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of Ohio, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2025); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

l\1r. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1929) to provide 
for eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the Balti
more and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of Washington, 
D. C .. and requiring said company to depress and elevate its tracks, 
and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2026); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports wore delivered to 

the Clerk, andlaid on the table, as follows: 
Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5462) 
regulating pilots, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2027); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally refened as 
follows: · 

By Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appl'Opriations: A 
bill (H. R. 12737) making appropriations for the payment of in
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, accompanied by a. 
report (No. 2024)-to the Union Ca~endar, 

,• 
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By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R.12738) authorizing the Navajo 

and M.oqui Indians to lease mineral lands within their reservations 
on a royalty basis-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 12739) for the 
erection of a post-office building at Battle Creek, Mich.-to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R.12740) making an apportion
ment of Representatives in Congress among the several States 
under the Twelfth Census-to the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. FLEMING: A bill (H. R.12741) to amend the Revised 
Statutes so as to change and fix the time when the certificate of 
the votes for President and Vice-President by the electoral college 
of each State shall be delivered by the official messenger to the 
President of the Senate-to the Committee on Election of Presi
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill CH. R.12742) to es~blish Dayton; i? 
the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry, and to extend the privi
leges of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port of Dayton, in 
the State of Ohio-to the Committee on Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12743) to amend an act 
entitled "An act providing for certain requirements for vessels 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors," approved 
January 18, 1897-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12788) permitting the build
ing of a dam across the St. Joseph River, near the line between the 
States of Michigan and Indiana-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 12789) to pro
vide for erecting for the Department of Agriculture a laboratory 
building on reservation No. 2, in the city of Washington, D. C. -
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 282) pro
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

'v By Mr. BROSIUS: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 283) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the 
number of members of the House of Representatives-to the Com
mittee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representa
tives in Congress. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 12744) for the relief of legal 
representatives of Anderson Abercrombie-to the Committee on 
War 9laims. 

By filr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12745) granting an increase of 
pension to N. L. Yarnall-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 12746) for the relief of J. 
C. Williams, administrator of Haller Nutt, deceased-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

By l\!r. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 12747) granting a pension to 
Arline E. McNutt-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12748) granting a pension to D. E. W. Tur
ner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R.12749) granting a pension 
to Hudson M. Rice-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12750) ITT'anting a pension to George W. 
Drake-to the Committee on In~alid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R.12751) granting 
a pension to Kezia Washburn-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12752) granting a·n increase of pen
sion to Andrew J. Cline-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12753) granting an increase of pension to 
Van M. Gween-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 12754) granting a pension 
to Thomas Clark-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12755) to restore Ignatius T. Cooper to the 
active list of the Navy-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R . 12756) granting a pension 
to H. A . .Hale-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 12757)) for relief of 
George W. Symmes-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 12758) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Samuel Jobes-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12759) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. 
Ogden-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12760) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mathews-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12i61) for the relief of Annie 
C. Osborne, sole heir of William B. Beall, deceased-to the Com-
mittee 011. War Ciaims. · 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12762) for 
the relief of the estate of Henry Ingram, deceased-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12763) for the relief of the estate of John 
Wesson, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. -R. 12764:) for the relief of John T. Lehman-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12765) for the relief of Burwell J. Curry-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12766) for the relief of John McMnrtry-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 12767) granting a pension to 
William Ward-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12768) granting a 
pension to William Dixon-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R.12769) granting an increase 
of pension to Emeli~e Drew-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12770) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman 0. Hodge-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12771) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Abbott-to the Committee on Invalid PensiOI;lS. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 12772) granting an in
crease of pension to Austin G. Jacobs-to the Committee on In-, 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12773) for the relief 
of the estate of William Harlow, deceased-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 12774) to correct the mili
tary record of De Witte. Robbins-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 12775) granting a pension to 
Sarah Miller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12776) for the relief of Abraham 
C. N oot-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 12777) granting an increase of pen
sion to Bridget Hines-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 12778) granting a pension t-0 
Adoniram J. Holmes-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12779) granting a pension to 
Caroline L. Rouse-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12780) granting a pension to Elizabeth Crock
ett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 12781) granting an increase of pension to 

Ezekiel Grewell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12782) granting an increase of pension to 

Richard Kohl-to the Committee on Invalid ·Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12783) granting an increase of pension to 

Luke W. Nichols-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12784) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. 

Searcy-to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12785) for the relief of Am bus Stamers-to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12786) granting a pension to 

James A. Banghart-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R.12787) to grant an honorable 

discharge and to remove the charge of desertion against the name 
of Edward P. Kain-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 12790) granting a pension 
to Emma E. Buell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.12791) for the relief of Katherine R. Ogden
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 12792) granting an increase of pen
sion to Jeremiah Law-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 12793) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry Von Balsan. deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A resolution (H. Res. 318) referring the 
claim of John W. Ledbetter to the Court of Claims-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Presbyterian Sabbath 
School of Clinton, Allegheny County, Pa., against saloons in our 
island possessions and for the abolition of the Army canteen-to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of J. L. Willis and other members 
of the bar of Columbus, Ga., for an increase of salaries for United 
States judges-to the Committee on the Judiciat'y. 

By Mr. B..\.RNEY: Petition of Wisconsin Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 5278, prohibiting the sale of intoxicants in territories under 
the control of thel Federal Government-to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: PetitionofthePhiladelphiaDrugExchange, 
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for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the thirty-fourth annual encampment of the 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
relation to the National Memorial Park at Gettysburg, Pa.-to the 
Commitiee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the New England Drug Exchange, 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines-to th~ 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Jeremiah 
Law-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of A. A. Howes & Co., of Bel
fast, Me., for the repeal of the war-revenue tax on tea-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of John Metzger, of Providence, 
R. I., for'the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of Southern Nurserymen~s Asso
ciation, of Winchester, Tenn., favoring uniform regulations gov
erning the tran portation of nursery stock, etc.-tq the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of F.M.Milliken,of Marshalltown, 
Iowa, and other citizens of Iowa, favoring a graded service-pension 
bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of F. L. Shinkle and others, of Mun
c.ie, Ind., for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medi
cines-to the Commitiee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of David Craner and other citi
zens of Albany, Mo., for the relief of Hudson M. Rice-to theCom
mi!tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George W. Drake, to accompany House bill 
granting him a pension-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of board of county commission
ers of Codington County! S. Dak., favoring an appropriation for 

· the storage of the flood waters of the Big Sioux River in Lake 
Kampaska and other lakes at the head waters of said river-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to John W. Newton-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, testimony to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Lieut. Col. Harry N. Worthen-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, petition of the Southern Nurserymen's Association, re1at· 
ing to the transportation of nursery stock-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Bv Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Vigo, Ohio, against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in our new possessions-to the Committee on Insular Af
fairs. 

Also petition of Winfield Scott Garrison and George Washing
ton Garrison, Army and Navy Union, for the enactment of law.s 
for ex-soldiers of the Army and Navy regulating admission of 
same to hospitals-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Papers to accompany House bill grant
ing a pension to Thomas Clark-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of the Young People's Society of Chris
tian Endeavor of the Uhurch of God, Al verton, Pa., and R. S. 
Wallace and others, of New Alexandria, Pa. favoring uniform 
marriage and divorce laws and certain other measures-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: Resolutions of the Qbamber of Commerce of 
New York, urging the pa sage of a bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasm·y to exchange gold coin for any other money coined 
by the United States whenever it may be necessary to do so-to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of James J. Mayer and 450 
other citizens of the State of Maine, for the repeal of stamp taxes 
on insurance policies-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of George W. Symmes-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
urging a reduction of the war-revenue tax of June 13, 1898-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Southern Nurserymen's Association, of 
Winchester, Tenn., favoring uniform regulations governing the 
transportation of nursery stock, etc.·-to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Commercial Exchange and 
petition of Barker & Co., Philadelphia, urging the repeal of the 
stamp act-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cover, Drayton & Leonard, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., protesting against the duty on hides-to the Committee on 
Ways and ~leans. · 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petitions of 0. A. Hills and other citi
zens of Wooster, Ohio, and vicinity, in favor of the anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution-to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth J. Ogden, of Canal Dover, Ohio, to 
accompany House bill granting her a pension-to the Committee 
on In valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill to in:vestigate 
the pension of William Robinson-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Samuella D. (Burwell) Abernathy, for 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of P. L. Harper, of Wallace, Nebr., 
urging reduction of tax on banks-to the Committ e on Ways 
and Means. .J 

By Mr. OTE-1: Petition of the Society of the Colonial Dames 
of America,, in favor of the bill for the purchase of Temple Farm, 
at Yorktown, Va.-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OT JEN: Resolutions of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, held at St. Louis, Mo., asking for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the interstate-commerce law so as 
to provide for the enforcement of the provisions regulating trans
portation rates-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Paper to accompany Honse bill granting a 
pension to Oscar Brewster-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Memorial of George C. Round of Mana as, 
Va. praying that the National Government take steps to acquire 
possession of Bull Run battlefield-to the Committee on Military 
Affafrs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of F. H. Foust & Co., 
of Columbia City, Ind., praying for a reduction of the war-revenue 
tax-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. L. McLallen & Co., of Columbia City, Ind., 
to reduce the war tax on bank capital and surplus-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John W. Sale, of Fort Wayne, Ind., on the 
subject of tax on toll line messages-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Henry W. Smith 
and others, serving as jurors in the United States court at De
troit, to increase the pay of jurymen in the United States court 
from $2 to 83 per day-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of H. Rowland 
Vermilye and other citizens of Englewood, N. J., in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution against polygamy-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolutions of the Anti-Saloon League 
of Uurtis, Nebr., and the Congregational Church of outh Platte, 
Nebr., against island saloons and canteens-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bladen and Franklin, ebr., to ac
company House bill No. 6 34, for the relief of Nathan W. Snee-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THO~IAS of North Carolina: Petition of Patrick H. 
Etheridge and others keepers of various life-saving stations, to 
incre·ase the pay of keepers to 8100 per month-to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Young People's Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Fillmore, N. Y., against the sale of intoxi
cating liquors in our new possessions-to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, December 15, 1900. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN. D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PB.ESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec· 
tion, will stand approved. 

LANDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLIDIBIA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu

nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers. United States Army, together with a com· 
munication from Col. Theodore A. Bingham, the officer in charge 
of the office of public buildings and grounds in the city of Wash
ington, calling attention to the fact that through inadvertence 
square 495 was omitted from the list heretofore transmitted to the 
Senate in response to its resolution of January 27, 189 , etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
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